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HISTORY OF ENGLISH POLICY 



T here seems occasion to apply a doctrine of relativity to English 
.history. It is well-known that a principal cause of error in all 
departments of study is the tendency to isolate the object of study, to 
consider it in itself alone, neglecting iW relations to other things. 
In order to avoid this cause oi error it has been necessary in most 
departments formally to preach a doctrine of relativity, and to protest 
against the unreal abstractions, the imaginary or merely verbal 
entities which swarm so long as we contemplate things in themselves 
alone rather than in the complicated relations in which Nature 
presents them to us. There is a fallacy, which might be called the 
fallacy of capital letters, and without entering into the natural sciences 
we may find endless examples of the great practical evils which it has 
caused. Error of a special kind gathers round those capital letters 
by which we distinguish abstract names. While we talk with com- 
parative safety of men and women, as soon as we begin to speak of 
Man and Woman we expose ourselves to indefinite chances of error. 
The Man or Woman we have thus*^ created for ourselves turns out 
again and again to be an unreal thing, a kind of mythical being, to 
whom in giving it abstraction we have given imaginary qualities and 
often an imaginary history. Thus, fon example, if we analyse the 
causes of the French Revolution, we find at the bottom of all abuses, 
political and social, a perverted way of thinking, a‘ philosophy which 
erred precisely in the way just described. The philosophy of the 
day Ifad accustomed itself to think far too absolutely about human 
nature, to speak far too lightly of Man, and to lay downjpropositions 
far too sweeping about Man in general. To that generation, says 
M. Taine, Man appeared to be a very simple puppet, the motions of 
^hich were completely understood. The fallacy of capital letters had 
VOL. LXVI. A 
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taken possession of a whole age, and thus a mental oversight became 
an enormous pr^tical evil, a cause of infinite crimes and revolutions, 
an epidemic disease ravaging the world. 

•This form of erjfor has now been pretty thoroughly investigated. 
We have allibeen warned against the pretentious abstractions >vhich 
so readily take the place of real things, «against the artificial entities 
which the mind creates by considering things absolutely rather than 
in their relations. And yet we do not cease to make the mistake. 
The artificial entities still swarm in all our minds, surrounded witli a 
whole 'mythology of fantastic beliefs which may at any time translate 
^ ^emselves into jiractical evils. Let me take an example from one of 
the greatest departments of knowledge, from history, and especially 
from English history. 

What is the precise subject with wdiich Englisli history deals? 
What is the thing or object which it contemplates ? 1^'ew people 

trouble themselves to ask this question, wliile the most content them- 
selves with assuming that everything interesting, or amusing, or 
curious, that ever happened in England must of necessity belong to 
English history. If w’e lay it down that the people who liN^e and 
have lived in England are the subject of English history wo propound 
indeed something tolerably obvious, yet it is already almost more than 
the average dabbler in English history is accustomed to recognise. 

Ilut having once conceived such a thing as the people of England, 
we have already one of those general names which w^e may spell with 
a capital letter, and to which w’e may attach all the fallacies which 
gather so readily round capital letters, A host of general propositions 
swarm at once round the name. The people of England is the 
English race, and the English race has all the (jualities we know so 
well. It rules the waves ; by a natural vocation it is irresistible and 
ever victorious by sea. It is free ; wherever it comes it brings certain 
institutions which protect it against the tyrannies to which other 
nations not so blest sooner or later fall a prey. It has a certain 
natural good sense and practical judgment which have been denied to 
other races who may possess raofe refinement. And so on. A whole 
doctrine has gathered itself round this name, English people — a 
doctrine which few of us have ever taken the trouble to verify. It is 
a doctrine which we have acquired by isolating the phenomenon, and 
considering it in itself alone, just one of those doctrines therefore 
which we ought to regard with suspicion. It is one of those doctrines 
which might ea.sily involve us in great calamities. Thus the doctrine, 
that the English people is always free, might lead us to ruin ''if we 
overlooked how easily, after all, the one-man power springs up among 
us ; and the doctrine that Britannia rules the waves might ruin us if 
it led us to forget that the waves after all are apt to bo ruled by the* 
strongest fleet. 



HISTORY OF ENGLISH POLICY. 8 

* Wiiat the people of England is, and what are its qualities, 
we are to discover from its history, not to assume before “'entering 
upon the study of its history. Scarcely any error is more gross 
and yet more ordinary than' that which explains historical events 
by reference to national character, the knowledge of which, being 
the last result of history, is not to be assumed in the examination 
of historical problems. But the people of England must be 
studied, not merely in this inductive way, but also In its relations. 
The English people, more than most others, are what they are in 
consequence of their relations to peoples who live outside England. 
This is one of the consequences of their being an insular people. 
in some degree it is true of all great States, that they must not be 
studied in isolation. In Prance and Germany, as well as in England, 
the course of history has been determined in a great degree by causes 
which lie outside Franco and Germany. And yet this is a truth 
difficult to bear in mind, in consequence, not merely of the disposition 
to which we are all subject, to consider things too much in isolation, 
too much absolutely and too little relatively, but also in consequence 
of the^practice which prevails of dividing history according to countries. 
We write histories of France or England, and no other kind of 
histories, so that we hardly know where to look if we would inform 
ourselves about the relations between Prance and England. Inter- 
national relations are apt to drop out of sight while this system pre- 
vails, and a kind of tacit assumption establishes itself, that in each 
State the causes of Ihe course of its history are always to be sought 
within the State itself. Thus, when we study the struggle between 
Charles I. and his Parliament we consider the arbitrary disposition 
of Charles on the one side, and on the other all the causes which 
roused the spirit of resistance in his people and gave that spirit a 
centre in the Parliament. But few of us find a place in the picture 
for Richelieu, or remember that the l^hirty Years’ War was contem- 
poraneous with the growth of our civil troubles and with our first civil 
war. Few of us feel it necessary to study these Continental movements 
as if it were possible that in them might be found, at least in part, 
the explanation of our insular disturbances. No, we have formed the 
habit of regarding each State as if it were in a manner watertight. 
We have been driven to this habit by finding that our books treat 
States separately and will not therefore help us to understand any 
interaction that there may be between different States, '[^o be sure 
there are exceptions. M. Albert Sorel has written a book called 
“ L’Plurope et la Revolution Fran^aise,” in which he Considers the causes 
of the French Revolution in all Europe at once. It may be called a 
study in international history, and it is so profoundly instructive that 
it may well lead us to consider how rich and fruitful is this subject 
of the interaction of States which has been so little cultivated. 
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I arrive at the conclusion that we should recognise such a depart- 
ment of study as international history. To a State like "-England, 
international history must needs be exceptionally important, con- 
sidering that we have always been an island, and in the last two 
centuries we have become a world-empire. The people of England 
is not, at least now, equivalent to the people living in England ; the 
activity of English people is by no means limited by our insular 
frontiers. If, therefore, we would rightly understand English history, 
we ought not to look at the English people alone, but at the English 
people ^‘in its relations to surrounding States. Continental States 
,*i|ive for a long time exerted influence upon us and received influence 
from ns. These States, then, along with our own, form a whole which 
ought to be considered together. It is not sufficient to trace the 
course of internal development in our own country ; we should trace 
at the same time the development of those other States which in 
various ways, whether by wars or negotiations or by the various 
instruments of culture, by thought, religion, science or literature, have 
modified and received modification from our internal development. 

And yet it has not been our custom to study English history in 
this way. We have indeed necessarily brought it into connection 
with Continental States, so far as we have waged war with them ; but 
we have not held in general that our own State ought not to be 
regarded as an isolated whole but as part of a system which includes 
more than one Continental State. We have commonly, indeed, done 
France the honour of giving her a little attention, but scarcely any 
other Continental State. The fact that wo once took a Dutch Stadt- 
holder for our king, has not led us to feel that we cannot understand 
our own history without mastering at the same time the history of 
the Dutch Republic, nor do we feel called upon to master the history 
of the Spanish monarchy because it once sent an Armada against us, 
nor because we have, twice since, early in the eighteenth and again 
early in the nineteenth century, waged war in the Spanish Peninsula. 
And even in the slight excursions which our historians do make into 
the history of Continental States, they commonly exhibit little 
thoroughness or seriousness. John Mitchell Kemble, if I remember 
right, warned Macaulay of the insufficiency of the knowledge of 
German affairs which he brought to his narrative of a great European 
war, and his knowledge of even that part of the reign of Louis XIV., 
which, as the historian of the war of the League of Augsburg, 
he was bound to know, is by no means so profound as his knowledge 
of the insular England of the same time. We need not be ashamed 
of living in an island. At the same time, if we would write our own 
history and estimate worthily the part we have played in the general 
development, we ought not to make ourselves out more insular than 
we are. We have, in fact, in all periods exerted a powerful influence 
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upon continent which is so near to us, and also receded powerful 
inflae^ifeB from it. All this interaction deserves to be descBribed as 
much as the movements which have begun and ended within the 
island. Here is an inquiry which hitherto has been much neglected. 
It is not confined to history. Some student will perhaps soon make 
a name by treating English literary history as if England were not 
an island — ^in other words, by discussing thoroughly the influence which 
foreign literatures have had on our own and the influence which our 
literature has had upon foreign literatures. . French writers say 
glibly, “ Montaigne and his pupil Shakespeare.” Has the fiifal book 
yet been written on the debt which Shakespeare owed to Montaipn e^ 
Or the influence of French writers upon English since the French 
school of English poetry came to an end ? Has that been thoroughly 
treated ? For instance, the influence of Rousseau in England ; or 
later the influence of Balzac upon Thackeray. Again, who has 
thoroughly treated the curiously powerful influence of English 
literature in the eighteenth century upon the slowly rising literature 
of Germany, the influence of Milton, Thomson, and, most curious of 
all, Young ; then that of Goldsmith and Sterne, and more com- 
manding and decisive than any other influence, that of Shakespeare. 
Not indeed that these subjects have been left untreated. All or 
almost all have been discussed, but they have not been discussed 
together or completely — that is, the problem of the relation of English 
to Continental literature has not been tackled. We possess scarcely 
any book similar to M. Sayous* ‘‘ La Littorature Franyaise a 
I’etrangere. Thus, in literary history and equally, we may add, in the 
.history of thought and philosophy, it would be possible to efface the 
insularity which clings to our view of ourselves, and to contemplate 
England not absolutely, as it is in itself, but relatively in its place in 
the system of States and nations which makes up Europe. 

But it is in history, probably, that* thi§ new point of view would 
produce the greatest change. For in history, perhaps more than in 
any other subject, we are content to dispense with a point of view 
altogether. Much as we differ as t8 whether history should be vivid 
and dramatic or scientific, we seldom ask ourselves what facts belong 
to history, and what facts, whether interesting or not, are in their 
nature not historical. The consequence is that can scarcely pre- 
dict what subjects we shall find discussed in any given history. The 
author seems equally prepared to admit anything which may strike 
him as interesting. Lord Stanhope introduces quite a long and 
labdhred discussion of the unities of the drama, not under the head 
of Shakespeare, or Otway, or Addison, but in the middlg of a history 
of the eighteenth century, where, if such a subject is historical at 
all, yet certainly the period offers no justification for dealing with it. 
And Mr. Lecky devotes a great part of one of his large volumes to 
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an inquiry into the causes of the French Revolution, though the 
French Revolution certainly does not belong to English history, and 
his subject professes to be the history of England in the eighteenth 
century. In this instance it is rather the length and elaboration of 
the dispussion that is open to criticism, since no one would question 
the immense historical importance of the subject, nor deny that it 
belongs in a certain sense to the history of every European State 
alike. A slighter digression into it would have been justifiable on 
the very principle maintained in this article. Rut if we suppose that 
history ought to be subject to a rigorous rule, which should admit 
things and exclude others as not belonging, however interesting 
in themselves, to the subject, let us proceed to consider what change 
would be produced in the outline of English history if we resolutely 
rubbed off the insularity from England and resolved to consider it in 
its place among the States of Europe. 

This would be, reverting to our former phrase, to put by the side 
of the national history of England its international history. Or it 
might be otherwise described as carrying a step further a process 
which >vas begun long since, the division of English history accccding 
to the aspects in which it may be considered. It is indeed a curious 
proof of helplessness to observe such rigid uniformity, as in general we 
do, in laying down the outline of history. In general we undertake to 
treat everything at once — internal affairs, legislation, foreign policy, 
interesting occurrences of whatever kind, literature and art, manners 
and customs, in fact, anything that we imagine can in any way be 
made amusing. Yet, practically, we have been obliged to limit this 
helpless miscellaneousness. Literary history has set up for itself; so, 
particularly in England, has constitutional, and so also has economic 
or industrial history. Ought not policy also to be made independent ? 
Ought we not to have histories in which English foreign relations 
should be treated by themselves and for their own sake, and not buried 
in a mass of domestic matter ? Partly, no doubt, it is because we 
have had a constitution that we have so many constitutional historians, 
and if other nations have treated their foreign relations with so much 
more thoroughness, if Droysen has written “Preuesieche Politik,” and 
Albert Sorel has done a similar work for the most important period 
of French foreign relations, while it is difficult to point to any cor- 
responding works in English, this is partly, no doubt, because those 
<Jontinentaj[ States have been so much more military than England. 
Yet we, too, for good or for evil, have had our great wars, and these 
wars deserve to be considered, not only from the military point of 
view, but alsQ in the policy which dictated them. Wellington and 
Nelson, Rodney, Clive, Wolfe, and Marlborough, ought to live in 
English minds, not merely in the glory of their victories, but also in 
the policy of the wars in which they took part, and in the results of 
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those wars upon English development. And yet it is hard to meet 
with any Englishman who possesses a well-weighed opinion ujDon the 
policy of any of our great wars, or knows whethei^ Wellington or 
Marlborough did more good or harm on the balance to the people 
whose’ armies they commanded- This is so because our policy has 
never been sufficiently separated from oiir general history, and our 
foreign relations, therefore, being lost in the ‘general mass of English 
history, are not grasped in their continuity by the average English- 
man. We ought to have a Stubbs and a Ifallam for English foreign 
policy, who should set the history of English policy by the ^ide of 
English constitutional history. 

If in this way we should resolutely discard our insularity, we shouleK 
begin to see our country no longer as self-contained and wrapped up 
in an eternal contemplation of parliamentary affairs, no longer as look- 
ing but occasionally across the Channel to bestow a glance upon the 
affairs of France, but as a member of a system of States of which 
France is but one, as having, and as having long had, a close interest 
in the general development of Europe. Hitherto we have felt that at 
least Napoleon and Louis XIV., at least the ambitious struggles of 
Franc5 for ascendancy, were inseparable, from English history, but 
this view brings into English history also the House of Austria with 
its long struggle with the House of Bourbon. It will not be merely 
at rare and short intervals that we shall have to pay attention to 
Continental affairs ; we shall have henceforth to follow their whole 
course — the Spanish monarchy, not merely at the time of the 
Armada and the War of the Spanish Succession, but before the 
Armada, at least as far back as the beginning of the Dutch rebellion 
and throughout the seventeenth century, and again through the 
eighteenth century, the age of the imctc dc famillc and of the Euro- 
pean House of Bourbon, until we come to the nineteenth century and 
its Peninsular War — in short, at every time since the Spanish monarchy 
emerged from the universal dominion of Charles V. down to the 
present, we shall consider the Spanish monarchy and its history to be 
inseparable from the history of England. Austria, too, will occupy 
us not merely at rare intervals, as when she fights by our side against 
the French llevolution, or when Eugene takes the field along with 
Marlborough. We shall follow her whole development. The Thirty 
Years’ War will seem to us inseparably connected with English his- 
tory and, as it were, a chapter in our Stuart troubles. Nor will 
William III. appear the only link between our State and the Dutch 
Bepublic. His predecessors in the Stadtholderate, as far back as 
William the Silent, will appear to us as figures in English history, and 
we shall recognise the curious parallelism in the development of the 
two Sea Powers from the time when they stood forth to break the 
Spanish monopoly of maritime power and colonial possession. And 
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the whole modern period of our history, so closely interwoven at every 
^oint w^th Continental history, will be seen to open with an event 
which is essentially European and international, the Reformation. 
This will appear to us no mere theological or ecclesiastical change, but 
a great moral- and political disruption by which England became for 
the fiist time in any true sense an island. We shall mark the 
moment at which England at the same time ceased to have posses- 
sions on the Continent and also began to draw towards union witli 
Scotland at the moment of a great transition. Then, that is, under 
Elizabeth, we began to have a maritime frontier, and at the same 
time the modern Britain, a physical name, showed ^itself likely to 
"supersede the ethnological unity called England. But in studying 
this disruption we shall not consider the Reformation only but also 
the Counter-Reformation. We shall perceive in how groat a degree 
the great religious struggle of the sixteenth century was decided to 
the advantage of the ancient Church, and wo shall not, as so many 
Englishmen do, cease to take any interest in the religions history of the 
Continent after the time when the Continent attaches itself mainly to 
Rome. We shall grasp the full greatness of the movemt nt called the 
Counter-Reformation, and not till we have done so shall we fully 
understand how the French Huguenots, after obtaining their Edict of 
Toleration, could be deprived of it agapi with the general approbation 
of the French people after nearly a century, and how Cliarles 11. and 
James 11. could still hope to restore the Roman Church in England 
after the Reformation had been triumphant here for the best part of a 
century. 

Such a history of British or Britannic policy, the policy of the 
modern great Power, which, resting on the basis of the thrt'e kingdoms, 
covers the world, will divide itself naturally into periods. If w’e look 
back to the beginning of that nineteenth century which for this Power 
has been on the whole so peaceful, we discern a long period of war 
covering all the eighteenth century and the first fifteen years of the 
nineteenth. It is the period of the wars, waged principally with the 
House of Bourbon, in which the insular State of Europe attached to 
itself a great trade empire covering the globe. It falls roughly into 
two parts, of which the first covers the wars in which that empire 
was founded, and the second t^fose in which it underwent its fiery 
ordeal, being assailed first by the two Bourbon Houses allied with our 
insurgent colonists, and then again by the French Revolution and 
Napoleon. In this period are included most of the great deeds of our 
army and navy. Marlborough stands near the beginning and Wellington 
at the close of it. But beyond this period, if we look back to the 
policy of the seventeenth century, we find ourselves again in a period 
markedly different. It is the age of the Stuarts ; England can scarcely 
be said as yet to have an empire ; even the basis of that empire, the 
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great insalar union, has not yet been laid. England and Scotland 
are as yet united only in the royal house ; Ireland has^ not yet 
emerged from the primitive phase of wars of religion and legislation 
founded upon religious discord.. It is a period deeply interesting in 
constitutional history, but in international history or 'the history of 
policy, how shall we grasp^ it or how fix its limits ? What •position 
has Stuart England in the system of Europe ? What alliances has 
it, and what are we to think of those Dutch wars which it occasionally 
wages, or of its transitory appearance 4 s a military State in the time 
of the I^rotector ?• It is at least a period when the policy of the 
modern great Power, the world-State founded on the three kingdoms, 
is but in embryo. 

In this embryonic period we may see that three persons stand 
forth presiding over our policy and linking England to the Continent. 
These international persons are William III,, before him Oliver 
(Cromwell, and before him again Queen Elizabeth. They represent 
the tentatives tlirough which we gradually arrived at the policy which 
suited us. Yet they have all alike been less considered in this aspect 
tharv in the aspect they wear towards our domestic politics. William 
attracts us as the author of the Kevolution of 1(588 much more than 
as the great master of European politics who gave us once for all the 
internatronal position we we^^e to hold in the eighteenth centuiy. 
Oliver, too, attracts us as the Protector, the successful revolutionist, 
much more than as the gi*eat experimentalist in foreign policy who 
made us a military State and plunged us into war with the Spanish 
monarchy. Elizabeth, perhaps, strikes us as the founder of Angli- 
canism and settler of the religious question, or as th^it and at the 
same time the successful resister of the Armada, rather than as the 
founder of our modern naval power and our influence on the ocean 
and in the New World. 

It is impossible to understand these three great persons while we 
contemplate England alone. In their careers England is closely inter- 
woven with the Continent. Elizabeth must be considered not only 
in conjunction with Philip II. and •the rebels of the Low Countries, 
but also in conjunction with the religious wars of France, and with 
that final civil war of France through which the House of Bourbon 
established its throne. To understand Elizabeth it is necessary also 
to understand Henry IV. Nor can we form a just conception of our 
Great Rebellion and of the singular military government whidh arose 
out of it unless we study, in conjunction with it, the transformation 
of *hYance under Richelieu and Mazarin, which corresponded in time 
with the transformation of England. Nor, lastly, can we understand 
the Revolution of 1688 unless we look at it from the point of view of 
Louis XIV. as well as from that of James II. It is indeed the pecu- 
liarity of this particular English revolution that it is, as it were, a 
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revolution in England inside a revolution in Europe ; that the same 
events aiyl the same man who overthrew James II. overthrew also the 
ascendency of Louis XIV., and that the European war by which that 
ascendency was first shaken was connected in the closest manner with 
the English Revolution, and was presided over by the English revo- 
lutionary king. 

Macaulay bestowed much trouble and much appreciation upon 
William III. ; yet so much in his mind does the purely English and 
the constitutional aspect of William's work preponderate over the 
European aspect that we look in vain to him for any comprehensive 
estimate of William’s career. He relates how William overthrew 
James II., and he has described with thoroughness the parliamentary 
and party conflicts of his reign. But William, more than most other 
rulers, was an international man. He did net merely overthrow James; 
he also took the leading share in overthrowing the ascendency of 
Louis XIV. He cannot, therefore, be estimated without a full com- 
prehension of that ascendency — that is, without a comprehensive view 
of the mutual relations of the principal European States in his time. 
And such a view would lead the historian away from England, or 
require him to consider England, not by itself, but in its place in the 
system of Europe. Macaulay had not formed the habit of regarding 
our country so. He can indeed describe with spirit William’s cam- 
paigns in the Low Countries, but he does not justify, as he might do, 
the admiration he demands for his hero by estimating adequately that 
part of his work which was done outside England. He gives us no 
conception of the prodigious extent of his total achievement, nor makes 
us feel how the same man who laid the foundation of the modern 
Eoglish constitution at the same time dominated the system of 
Europe much as Richelieu had done, and laid down the outlines of 
almost all the international history of the eighteenth century. 

In like manner Oliver Crom^lell has been studied much more 
thoroughly in his domestic career than in his European policy. His 
unparalleled rise to supremo power, and the moral questions that 
strange rise suggests, the questioif whether his religious professions 
were sincere, and his intentions in life upright, these we have found 
interesting, partly because they do not require us to travel beyond our 
insular frontiers. But we cannot estimate his foreign policy without 
understanding, besides English affairs, the position and policy of 
Mazarin, and Carl Gustav of Sweden, and Philip IV. of Spain. To 
estimate it rightly we must understand the war of France and Spain, 
which dragged on from the J^eace of Westphalia to the Peace of the 
Pyrenees. Now this chapter of Continental history scarcely comes 
within that part of Continental history which we think it necessary 
to master. And yet it is just in those years that England was closely 
linked with the Continent through the strange, adventurous, and 
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original policy of the Lord Protector. It was not for nothing that he 
made England a military State. He intended the navy and the army, 
upon which his supreme power rested, to execute far-reaching plans 
which he had conceived. He had a passionate anti-Spanish feeling, 
and he had a great Panevangelical idea, such as might naturally have 
grown up in a mind which united so strangely religious exaltation 
with comprehensive statesmanship. He pushed these schemes far 
enough to leave an indelible mark on English history ; but if, instead 
of dying at sixty, he had reached the three-score years and ten, still 
more if he had anticipated the aged Premiers who recently hrfve been 
seen ruling England at four- score years, we can see how far Britis^ 
policy might have been deflected from the line it has actually pursued. 
This is to suppose that the military state had struck root and had 
endured ten or twenty years longer in England than it actually did. 
In that time, it is easy to see, the anti-Spanish passion might have 
carried us far and the l^anevangelical idea might have borne strange 
fruit. 

If we look back further than Oliver Cromwell, and consider the 
Grea4^ Rebellion itself and all that led to it from the European rather 
than the merely insular point of view, we shall bring Richelieuism and 
the Thirty Years* War into connection with our domestic troubles. That 
is, instead of merely remarking how monarchy for a time was sup- 
pressed in England, we shall remark how at the same time the principle 
of monarchy won one of its greatest victories in France, how a more 
commanding and imposing form of monarchy than had been seen 
before grew up by the accession of Louis XIV. following the victory 
of the system of Jtichelieu, at the moment when the Stuart monarchy 
began to fall in England. The House of Austria, too, will be brought 
into connection with English history, first in its Austrian branch, 
while we follow the vicissitudes of the Thirty Years* War. Travelling 
further back still, we come to the great reign in which the foundations 
of modern England were laid. Under Elizabeth we see not only the 
religious question and the succession question settled for good, and 
the way paved to the personal union of England and Scotland, we 
see also the great struggle between our rising naval power and the 
other — the Spanish — branch of the House of Austria. Here, too, the 
domestic • aspect has been much more thoroughly studied than the 
European aspect of our affairs. The transition* which Europe was 
then making under the fresh influence of the counter-Reformation, 
the settlement for all coming centuries of the questions raised at the 
Reformation, the establishment of the great House of Bourbon in 
France during the same years which saw the House of gtuart prepare 
to take the place of the House of Tudor among ourselves; all these 
great changes, of which France was the scene, and in which England 
was so closely concerned, show us that in this reign England stands 
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related not merely to the House of Spain and its rebels in the Low 
Cpuntriee, but also to France, then emerging from its wars of religion. 
But if we attempted to go back beyond this reign, we should find 
ourselves once more in a wholly different age. The policy of the 
seventeenth cdntury may be considered to belong together with that 
of Elizabeth. We may distinguish a period of a century and a half 
between the accession of Elizabeth and the struggle against the 
ascendency of Louis XIV., which followed the Revolution of 1088. 
But beyond Elizabeth, in policy as in domestic affairs, all is different. 
We find^ourselves in another world — a world, indeed, to which all that 
has been said above is equally applicable, a world in which England 
may be regarded relatively to the Continental Powers which influence 
it or may be isolated in an unnatural manner. But there is not 
room in this article to examine that other, that distant world. For 
us Elizabeth laid the foundation of that great Power which, upon the 
basis of three insular kingdoms, which were gradually united, has since 
built a trade empire covering the globe. 

It is this great composite fabric which those ought to study who 
study the later centuries of English history. For them the question 
is how the insular kingdoms w'ere united, and how the trade empire 
was added to the insular union. It is a question which cannot be 
handled at all so long as we isolate England and concentrate our thoughts 
upon Parliament, a question which re(|uires us to consider England first 
and last relatively to several Continental I^owers which have influ- 
enced and received influence from England. It is a (|uestion of 
international history, a question w’holly separate from that constitu- 
tional development, that long struggle for liberty, in which we are 
always disposed to find all the interest of English history — a question, 
in short, not of British liberties, but of British policy. 


J. li. Sekley. 
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J T^UilOPK at this moment may be likened to a huge arsenal. It 
is liberally bristling with bayonets from the Thames to the 
Volga, and from the North Cape to that of Matapan. Even little 
Greece, though she cannot pay the interest on her debt, must have 
war-ships. Yet all the sover^eigns and rulers in chorus stoutly main- 
tain, and, no doubt in almost every case honestly maintain, that the 
one anxiety of their lives is that peace shall nob be broken. The 
expenditure for military purposes is so tremendous that the producing 
and the propertied classes are alike staggering under its weight. 
Everywhere huge deficits are being met by increased taxation, or 
staved off by new loans. Italy is, perhaps, in the very worst case of 
any, but her condition is typical. The enthusiasm which, within the 
lifetime of many of us, made Italians offer up their lives freely on 
the battle-field and the scaffold fop their fatherland one and united, 
has been crushed out by sheer hunger. Men cannot be enthusiastic 
with nothing in their stomachs. To large classes in Italy life is 
rapidly being made impossible by the burden of taxation. 

Yet all this is in a time of profound and unbroken peace. The 
situation would be laughable if it were not so desperately serious. 
It is as if every available man in the British Islands were enrolled in 
the police force, and were constantly patrolling to protect agriculture, 
manufactures, and commerce, all of which were dying out for want 
of labour and by reason of the cost of the police protection. 

There is only one reason in the least degree adequate to palliate, I 
will not say excuse, this anomalous and monstrous condition of things 
in Europe. The Eastern question — which means, What is to be 
done with the unspeakable Turk when he is considerate enough to 
give up the ghost ?— is always with us. But, serious as this is, it is 
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not enough to account for, far less to justify, the present armed con- 
dition of Europe. No ; the reason is that, as the result of the great 
struggle of a quarter of a century ago, the new German Empire took 
back from France certain German lands which had been wrested from 
the Holy Homan Empire 200 years before by force or fraud. Those 
lands, thus regained by Germany, are Alsace and Lorraine. 

Now, I was so fortunate as to spend a night during the bombard- 
ment of Strassburg in the trenches of the German besiegers at Kehl ; 
subsequently I visited the outposts of the besieging army before 
Metz ; and immediately after the surrender of the latter city I acted 
a? one of the Commissioners of the War Victims Fund in Metz — a 
city then stricken with pestilence, for small-pox and typhoid fever 
followed close in the track of the armies. From that centre we 
visited the w'hole of Alsace and Lorraine, and later every part of 
France in which the German armies were or had been. Death has 
severed many of the friendships then formed, but many still remain, 
and some have been perpetuated in the second and even the third 
generation. 

It is not then to be wondered at that the fate of Alsace,, and 
Lorraine should have a deep interest for me, especially as it is the 
uncertainty in the minds of the people of Europe as to that fate 
which is the occasion of the constant alarm of war, and thus the one 
hindrance to a general disarmament, in which alone Europe can find 
its salvation, or indeed escape from financial, industrial and social ruin. 
The first thing to be done in order to bring about a better state of 
things is to get rid of all delusions, and to really know what are the 
condition and prospects of the conquered provinces. 

In order to ascertain this, I have spent the past six months in Alsace 
and Lorraine, with my headquarters at Strassburg, making very fre- 
quent excursions by railway or tricycle to Metz and Milhlhausen, as well 
as to the remotest country villages. I liave had many hundreds of con- 
versations in French or German, as the case might be, with all sorts 
and conditions of men and women — with the Imperial Vicegerent the 
Statthalter Prince Hohenlohe, with* the Commanding General of the Fif- 
teenth Army Corps, stationed at Strassburg, his Excellency von Blume, 
with the Biirgermcister of Strassburg, with members of all shades of 
opinion of the Landes Ausschtiss, or Alsatian Parliament, with Jesuits 
in the cities, and with country cures and Protestant pastors in the 
villages, with farmers and peasants everywhere, and with their wives 
and daughters. Many of them remembered the benefits conferred 
upon them by the “ War Victims Fund,” and were disposed to treat 
me with confidence and without suspicion. 

I also crossed the frontiers and stayed for days with French friends. 
In Alsace-Ijorraine itself, I had relations with members of the 
Ligue Patriotique, the raison dHtre of which is to restore the lost 
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provinces to France, and who never mention Germany or the 
Germans without spitting and cursing, and with others — old friends 
who find themselves the last of a very numerous circle, and who only 
wait before going into final exile until their boys have reached the 
age of seventeen, when they must elect, whether they will be French 
or German, and when they will at once elect to be French, and will 
leave Alsace or Lorraine for ever. In order to understand my subject 
I have neglected no means. 

Alsace and that portion of Lorraine ceded to Germany, as the 
result of the war, contains 5580 square miles. It is exactly dhe-third 
lanjer than the island of Jamaica, and one-tenth smcdler than tlje 
county of Yorkshire. The population in 1871 was 1,549,738; in 
1880, 1,502,880 ; in 1890, 1,603,500. Of these roughly speaking 
1,230,000 are Catholics ; 320,000 Protestants, and 40,000 Jews, 

It came under the Jloman domination through the conquests of 
Julius Cicsar, and remained for five centuries an integral portion of 
the Homan Empire. Early in the fifth century it was ravaged 
by the Goths and Alains, and was occupied in the south by 
tlie ^Alleraanni, and in the north by the Franks. About tho 
five-liundredth year of our era, the Allemanni were defeated in 
the great battle of Tolbiac, and were driven definitively beyond the 
Rhine, afid the whole of the* left bank became a province of the 
Franks. This was followed by the conversion of Clod wig (Clovis). 
The old names then ceased to be used, that of Alsatia taking their 
place, from the river Ell, or 111, which flows into the Rhine at Strass- 
burg, which is called Alsa ” in old titles — Ellsass, the country of 
the 111. Alsatia was sometime attached to the Austrasian kingdom, 
whose capital was Metz, but in 870, on the division of the empire 
between Charles the Bald and Louis the German, it was definitively 
united to the German Empire. Throughout the Middle Ages, Alsace 
was the cradle, or one of the cradlesj of German thought, art, archi- 
tecture, and (fivilisation. 

In the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries the ‘‘ friends of God,” with 
Eckard and Tauler at their head, pfepared the way for the Reforma- 
tion. Early in the fifteenth century Gutenberg set up his printing- 
press at Strassburg, and Martin Schon, or Schongauer, engraved his 
copper plates. The Reformation practically secured the whole of 
Alsace. Sturm von Sturmeck withstood the Catholic persecutions 
and founded a Protestant Strassburg University. 

Meanwhile, as Prance became a strong centralised Power, she 
natfirally longed to extend her dominion eastward. Louis XL, when 
JIauphin, checked by the citizens of Basle at St. J^kob, in 1444, 
retired and wintered with his army in Alsace. Henry II., the 
husband of Catherine de Medici, took the bishoprics of Metz, Toul, 
and Verdun, from the German Empire, and essayed to do the like by 
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Strassbiirg, but in vain. In 1G17, the Austrian Archdukes made 
oyer all their rights to the Spanish line. The Alsatians hated the 
Spanish m/i/z/e, and this threw them into the arms of Prance, and in 
the utter weakness of the German Empire after the Thirty Years’ 
War, there was nothing for it but to accept the “ protection” of the 
French monarch. The work of Richelieu was completed by Louis XIV., 
and in 1681, in a time of profound peace, the grand old German city, 
with its minster the glory of all Germany, became an integral part 
of the French monarchy. 

The ‘Protestant worship was tolerated, almost all the churches being 
divided into two in the strangest possible fashion, a half being given to 
each communion. The cathedral was restored to the Roman Catholic 
rite, although at the time there were but three Roman Catholic families 
in Strassburg. The German University flourished more than ever 
under the French Government. In history, philology, and law, it 
produced great lights — Johannes Schilter, Jeremias Oberlin, and 
Johann Scherz. Goethe attended the university, together with Herder, 
in 1770-71. 

Economically, Alsace had good reason to be grateful to the French 
raji/fie : the cultivation of the vine and of tobacco was carefully 
fostered by the French Government. Hut, without violent persecution, 
a steady relentless war was made against the Protestant faith, and, 
by the time the Revolution came the bulk of the population had been 
won back to Catholicism. No one rejoiced more in the era of civil 
and religious liberty that seemed to be dawning in 1789 than did the 
Protestant inhabitants of Strassburg ; but the noblest and best of them 
perished on the guillotine in 1791. During “the Terror,” the then 
Mayor oi Strassburg, a man named Mouct, from Savoy, seriously pro- 
posed that all German-speaking Alsatians should be deported, and the 
land divided among good French HcaiH-rulotles. 

J^Iuhlhausen, which up to that time had been attached to the Swiss 
Confederation, was annexed to France in 1798. Many families then 
left it, rather than change their nationality. This is curious, as now, 
after less than 100 jears — at thef time of the war it was only seventy- 
two years — there is no spot in all Alsace that is so uncompromisingly 
French and so bitter against the Germans as Miihlhausen. As a 
matter of fact, Strassburg and, to a great extent, Alsace, remained 
essentially German in language, culture, and sentiment, until the 
principles of 1789 and the victories of the Empire awoke a strong 
French patriotic sentiment. Kleber, Kellermann and Rapp were 
Alsatians, and Marshal Ney was the son of a miner at Saarbrtldken. 
The name is a common one still in and around Metz ; I noticed it 
yver a small grocer s shop there. Probably he is a cousin of the 
great Field Marshal, “ le brave des braves.” It was a terrible blow 

the young heroes of the war of liberation when the determined 
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opposition of Russia prevented Alsace and Lorraine being re-incor- 
porated with Germany. * • 

In 1872, 100,000 of the inhabitants declared that they wouljJ remain 
French, and 50,000 actually emigrated to France, thus going into per- 
petual exile. We now come to the kernel of the whole question. The 
French allege that Europe is at this hour one great armed camp, because 
contrary to the rights of men and the spirit of the age, Germany has 
cruelly, brutally, and violently torn from France an integral portion 
of its territory against the will of the inhabitants. The favourite 
image used to represent Alsace by French writers is that of a 
daughter — ravished away from her mother by a cruel spoiler — who in 
tears and anguish constantly stretches out her hands to her mother 
France, imploring release from the soul-crushing bou^ge under 
which she is sinking. Even an enlightened statesman like Jules 
Simon felt himself compelled to employ this image. They maintain 
that there can be no permanent peace in Europe until this outrage 
has been atoned for, and the annexed provinces have been restored 
to France. They insist that to dispose of a people without their 
expri^ssed consent is a violence only worthy of a barbarous age. 
Lid not France obtain the consent of Savoy and Nice, expressed 
by ‘‘ plebiscite,” before those provinces were transferred from Italy to 
France ? " It is hardly wortlr while at this time of day to inquire 
whether that plebiscite ” was or was not a hypocritical fraud, 
and as to the question whether Germany was justified in taking 
territory at the close of its successful war, it is undoubtedly an 
admirable question for debating societies, but it is purely academical, 
and does not belong to the region of practical politics. With regard 
to it, I will now only remark that I am profoundly convinced from 
intercourse with large numbers of Frenchmen in France, and of 
French sympathisers in Alsace, that if Alsace and Lorraine had never 
been severed from the mother countiy, and even more if to-morrow 
they were restored to France, the peace of Europe would not be 
materially -"advanced. France would still smart under her great 
defeat ; she would still yearn for a revanche ; but the possession of the 
great fortresses of Strassburg and Metz would give her a double- 
barrelled pistol to present at Karlsruhe, Stuttgart, and Munich. 

As an illustration of this I may mention that when, a month ago, 
I passed a day in the company of my old friend, M. Emile Erckmann, 
known to fame as one of the authors of the immortal stories of 
Erckmann-Ghatrian, he had been expressing the very natural and 
prop&r sentiment to him as a Frenchman that the cause of the 
present armed state of Europe and all our woe was tjie fact that 
Germany had dismembered France and taken territory, instead 
of being content with a few more milliards. Yes,*' said * 
crony, an old gentleman who was present, “ to take territoi^ 
VOL, LXVI. B 
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was contrary to the spirit of the age, and the occasion of all 
sv.bsequent bad feeling. No, frontiers should be always respected ; 
to alter them is barbarous.” “ Yes,” chimed in M. Erckmann's 
housekeeper, an intelligent and educated woman, “ all the mischief 
arose through taking the provinces.” And almost in the same 
breath, she added, “ There is only one natural frontier to 
France, and that is the Rhine ; ” and the old gentleman repeated 
with emotion, “ Only one natural frontier, the Rhine.” M. 
Erckmann said nothing ; I think he must have seen the humour, 
not to say the irony, of the situation. Why is the Rhine the natural 
frontier of France ? Why should Belgium and a great part of 
Holland, and of Germany, be absorbed in order to round off France ? 
What good reason is there to call the Rhine the natural frontier 
rather than the Elbe, the Oder, or the Vistula ? Yet this is what 
French people feel even after all their defeats and humiliations. It 
was because Napoleon III. felt that if he could but give to France 
the frontier of the Rhine he would assure his dynasty for, at least, 
another generation, that much against his natural will and inclination 
he made war in 1870. i' 

Now, after a quarter of a century, to inquire whether Germany 
was justified in annexing Alsace and Lorraine, is a purely academical 
question to discuss; it can serve no* purpose of practical politics. 
The men who rule Germany now are not responsible for that annexa- 
tion. The Emperor was then a boy of eleven years of age. It 
would be just as practical to inquire whether England was justified in 
annexing Oude, France Algiers, or Sardinia Tuscany. A quarter of a 
century is a long time even in the life of a nation. The Flavian 
dynasty, which has left such indelible marks on the world, did not last 
so long. The first French Republic and the Consulate and the Empire 
together were comprised within that period. But let us suppose, for the 
sake of argument, that in the event of the conquered provinces being 
restored to France in exchange for gold, France would be absolutely 
satisfied, not only now but for all time to come. A distinguished 
member of the French Legislative Chamber, a Protestant, and a man 
largely interested in manufactures, recently wrote some earnest essays 
to prove that France and Germany were natural allies and had almost 
identical interests. “ Let Germany but accept gold in exchange for the 
two provinces and all cause of quarrel will be removed, and we can 
then swear eternal friendship and join our forces against the common 
enemy — England ! ” It is fair to say that this benevolent and peace- 

loving statesman did not propose to make war upon us with swords 
and guns, but only to ruin our industries ! Apart from any side issue 
to England, is such a settlement practical or even possible ? The 
answer must be an emphatic and an absolute “ No.” Party politics 
in Germany are conducted with a bitterness happily unknown in this 
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country ; but on one point all politicians and very nearly all men and 
women in Germany are agreed, and that is, that the last man, and the 
last gold piece must be staked in order to retain the two fair German 
lands, which were redeemed to the Fatherland, not with corruptible 
things as silver and gold, but with the precious blood \)f its noblest 
sons. On this question all parties and all classes are agreed? The 
only German I ever heard express any doubt as to the retention of 
Alsace and lorraine was Herr Liebknecht — a worthy and eminent 
man, it is true — but I gravely doubt whether even he would recom- 
mend the restoration upon any terms to France, and I am certain, if 
he did so, that he would fail to carry with him more than an incon- 
siderable fraction, even of the extreme Social Democrats. The 
Emperor is the very last man to entertain such an idea for a moment. 
Were he seriously to consider it, it would cost him his Imperial 
crown. 

Those who know Germany will bear me out when 1 say that so 
long as the German nation continues — do not say merely the German 
Enipirr, for a German IlepnUic might take its place without changing 
the Rational sentiment — Alsace and Lorraine will never, upon any 
terras, be voluntarily given back to France. 

A very distinguished and an altogether disinterested man, M. 
Edouard Tallichet, the editor of the BiUiotkdqm Unmrsdhy the great 
Swiss quarterly, now a century old, maintains the exact contrary. 
In a series of very able articles, commencing immediately after the 
war and continuing almost to the present time, he has consistently 
supported the thesis that in taking Alsace and Lorraine Germany 
committed a great wrong, and that Europe stands upon the brink of 
an unexampled calamity until that false step has been retraced. From 
a conversation I had with him recently, I fear that he holds this 
pessimistic view of the situation as strongly as ever. His latest 
suggestion is that Alsace and Lorraine shall be restored to France, 
and that Germany shall find indemnification in a French colony — say 
Tonquin, or the French Oongo~of vastly greater extent and import- 
ance than the two provinces. With profound respect for the eminent 
editor, it seems to me that he altogether misses the German senti- 
ment in this matter. Alsace and Lorraine are valued by Germany, 
not as producing so much taxation, or as being worth so many 
milliards of marks. The cost of their retention is altogether out of 
proportion to any pecuniary advantage they may bring to the fatherland. 
Strassburg and Metz are felt to be bulwarks, instead of, in French 
hands, being a standing and dangerous menace to Southern Germany. 
But above and beyond this, Germany feels the provinces are bone of her 
bone and flesh of her flesh, and would no more barter t£em away for 
territory, be it ever so extensive, elsewhere, than would Great Britain 
hand over the province of Ulster to a foreign Power in exchange, say, 
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for one of the States of the Great American Republic, though that 
Sjtate be- as large as the whole of Great Britain. No, whatever may 
be our theoretical view of the right and wrong of the situation, 
Germany will never yield up the provinces until Germany as a nation 
ceases to exist. 

A second alternative was proposed, as far back as 1870, by the 
Count Agenor de Gasparin, and it has received a very large amount 
of attention and support ever since. The proposal is to neutralise 
Alsace and Lorraine, or rather those portions of the two provinces 
that Germany took over, and to dismantle the great fortresses of 
Strassburg and Metz. The advocates of this plan say : “ Make Alsace- 
and Lorraine neutral, and restore the neutrality of Luxemburg and 
you have a great neutral belt, or zone, consisting of Holland, 
Belgium, Luxemburg, Lorraine, Alsace, and Svvutzerland, which would 
effectually shut the two great belligerent Powers of France and Ger- 
many away from one another, and would render it as impossible for 
them to go to war as for a whale to make war upon an elephant.” 

M. Tachard, a Frenchman by birth, an Alsatian by adoption, 
and a German by education, simply lives for the realisation of this 
idea, and says he desires only to have the word “ tampon ” inscribed 
upon his tombstone. He was ambassador of France at the Court of 
Brussels during the r((jimc of Gariibetta, and with rare devotion ever 
since he has urged his views at most of the European Courts. It is, 
at first sight, a most taking idea ; but upon examination I fear it wili 
be found to be absolutely impracticable. To begin with, what would 
be the value of a declaration of neutrality, unless accompanied by 
guarantees ? The joint and several guarantees of all the Great Powers 
would alone carry weight. Would they give these guarantees ? 
England, it is certain, would not be allowed by her people to do so. 
We have too many commitments of the kind already entered upon 
with a light heart by our predecessors, but which it is more than 
doubtful whether we or our sons, in case of extreme need, should feel 
ourselves bound to go to war about. The other Powers — Russia, 
Austria, and Italy — would be less likely even than England to give 
such guarantees. 

I was on the Swiss frontier in January 1871, when Bourbaki’s 
army of 80,000 men came tumbling over from Franco in hideous 
ruin. If the whole army, or, as I should prefer to call it, the militia 
of Switzerland had not been there to receive the unwelcome guests, 
they would have entered Switzerland as an army, and not disarmed* 
and as prisoners. The Germans would almost certainly have followed- 
them, and then, treaty or no treaty, guarantees or no guarantees, the 
neutrality of Switzerland would for the time have been at an end, 
and it would probably have had the misfortune to become again the 
battle-ground of contending nations, as it was a hundred years ago. 
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As to France, France would only accept the neutralisation of the 
provinces as a means of making their reconquest more easy. I* believe 
the neutralisation of Alsace and Lorraine would make war more 
imminent than it is now. Germany believes this, and it is ridiculous 
to suppose that she would even consider the razing of the immense 
fortifications of Metz and Strassburg, unless France was prepared to 
dismantle the huge works at Belfort. 

No, Germany would regard neutralisation purely and simply as a 
first step towards handing back the provinces to France. Neutralisa- 
tion is impossible ; nobody sincerely desires it, and if it could be 
obtained, the danger to the peace of Europe would be increased rather 
than diminished. 

If, then, it is vain, and even absurd, to look to the elimination of 
the danger of a great war, either by the restoration of the provinces 
to France, or by their neutralisation, thus forming a bufler-State 
between the probable belligents, what alternative remains to us ? 
First, and foremost, to look the facts fairly and squarely in the face, 
and to realise that Alsace and Lorraine are at least as absolute and 
integtal parts of Germany as Savoy and Nice are of France. When 
France and Europe recognise this certain truth, we shall have made 
a first step towards an era of peace. 

“ Alsace has not entirely Become German, but it has absolutely 
ceased to be French. For its complete restoration to the Fatherland 
we must wait until the generation that was in middle life at the time 
of the war has entirely died out.'^ 

These words were addressed to me six months ago by General von 
Blume, commander of the Fifteenth Army Corps, at Strassburg. It 
may be objected that this is an ex parte statement ; but the result 
of continuous and painstaking investigation during the past six months 
convinces me that it is a true statement. It was made to me under 
circumstances which, I think, throw some light upon the present con- 
dition of Alsace, and I may, perhaps, therefore be excused for briefly 
referring to them. ^ 

The key of the position at the battle of Worth was the Chateau 
of Froeschweiler, then the residence of Count Ferdinand Eckbrecht 
von Durckheim-Montmartin. The church — which was burned to the 
ground in the action, and was subsequently rebuilt in magnificent 
style as a thank-offering by all Germany — drew the fire of the 
German artillery, and thus the chclteau escaped with comparatively 
little injury. 

Count Diirckheim had passed a long life in the service of the French 
Government. He was sous-pr^fet of Ham at the time that Prince 
Buonaparte (the subsequent Emperor Napoleon III.) was confined in 
the chateau, under a sentence of lifelong imprisonment. Kindness 
he was then able to show to his prisoner was never forgotten, and 
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at the time of the covp S^tat Diirckheim was Prefet of Colmar. 
He then received the important position of Inspector-General 
of Telegraphs for the whole of France, and in that capacity it 
became his duty to hand to his former prisoner, and later master, 
the despatches telling of the disasters of Spickern and of Worth. 
His eldest son fought on MacMahon's staff at Worth, and died 
of typhus, near Sedan. It was at this time that I made Count 
Diirckheim’s acquaintance, an acquaintance which became an intimate 
and affectionate friendship for the remainder of his life. Diirckheim, 
though a Frenchman by education and long service, never forgot that 
he came of a long and illustrious line of German nobles, and he felt 
that he was best serving his fatherland of Alsace by loyally recognis- 
ing the new order of things, and becoming as good a German subject 
of the Emperor William as he had been a French subject of King 
Louis Philippe and of the Emperor Napoleon. He suffered as all 
men suffer who are before their time. His neighbours, friends and 
relatives regarded him as a traitor to France, and the Germans them- 
selves with doubtful wisdom and gratitude, hesitated to push forward 
in the administration one who was thus regarded by his neighbours. 
His last years were passed in Austria with a son in the Austrian 
service, and were occupied in the preparation of his memoirs, a book 
which had a very great success in Germany, and brought him inta 
communication with hosts of new friends who made happy his 
declining days. 

Before his death he had the satisfaction to see his son Albert 
happily married and settled in the old chateau, and to assist at the 
baptism of an heir to the house of Diirckheim-Montmartin. It was 
at this chateau on the occasion of the great annual shooting in the 
forest of Froeschweiler, that General von Blume expressed the opinion 
just quoted. There may haye been about forty guns, and tho 
sportsmen were posted in the glades of the forest, where twenty-three 
years before Zouaves and Turkos had had to yield to the terrible 
impact of the German line. Ma,ny of the guests, German officers from 
the neighbouring garrisons, took part in the fight, where now they 
were only waging war upon roebucks and hares and pheasants. 
Other guests were Alsatian noblemen from Strassburg and the neigh- 
bourhood. Even after nearly a quarter of a century, Alsatians will 
not usually mix with German officers and officials in ordinary social 
intercourse. Curiously enough, however, an exception is made for 
hunting parties ; and here upon the battlefield of Worth, were the two 
races nearly equally divided, having formed an alliance defensive 
and offensive against the poor game. 

If my readers will excuse a very short digression, it may interest 
them to know that the drawing-room to which we retired after the 
hunt banquet is furnished with chairb and sofas in gold and very 
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faded brocade which have a remarkable history. The sofa upon 
which General von Blume and I were sitting was one which 
habitually used by Napoleon and Josephine ; for it and the rest of the 
suite were the furniture of the drawing-room at Malmaison, and they 
were bequeathed to my late friend, Count Ferdinand, by the Grand 
Duchess Stephanie of Baden, the niece of Josephine and "adopted 
daughter of Napoleon. On the companion sofa, there is the mark of 
a tear in the old brocade. The tear was made by the spur of 
Marshal MacMahon, who passed the greater part of the night pre- 
ceding the fateful 6th August, 1870, upon that sofa. Since tlfen those 
sofas and chairs have been used by the old Emperor William and his 
son, the late Emperor Frederick III., when they rode over to break- 
fast with Count Ferdinand in 1878. But to leave furniture : Count 
Albert and a brother now dead served their year in the German Army 
at Karlsruhe, and" the former is now an officer in the Prussian Guard. 
At his table I met an old baron, the head of one of the largest 
engineering establishments in Alsace. Alsatian by birth, he has 
always been a true Frenchman, though the irony of fate had made him 
tho^iusband of the sister of one of the most distinguished invading 
German Generals. On the 6th August, 1870, MacMahon, swept away 
in the rout, indited in his hall the telegram that informed his master 
of the great disaster, and thfe next morning the conquering German 
General went to visit his sister, my friend’s wife, in the very same 
house. 

Here it may be remarked that, however loyal to France the great 
leaders of industry in Alsace may remain, the protective system which 
obtains on the Continent has compelled them to lay out millions of 
francs in establishing succvvsales in France since 1870, If it were 
possible to imagine that Alsace could again become French territory 
this expenditure would be absolutely thrown away. They have 
thus given very material and substantial hostages to the German 
(Jovernment. 

With regard to the peasantry I remember, during the war of 1870, 
speaking to a young Alsatian peasant, and asking him how he felt 
with regard to a possible annexation to Germany. To us peasants 
it matters nothing whether we are French or Germans ; in either case 
the powers that be will take care that we pay taxes enough.” Universal 
military service has become obligatory since 1870, and the peasant 
naturally associates it with the German rigimc^ but he forgets that 
were he again French it would in some respects be even more 
onArous. 

Then it is only human nature to ascribe the deprqpsion of trade 
common to the whole world, and from which Alsace has not escaped, 
to the German Government. As a matter of fact, thanks to the 
protective system, the wine-growers of Alsace have been greatly bene- 
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iited by the annexation. Formerly they had to compete upon equal 
terms w,ith the superior growths of France, while Germany was closed 
to them by a high tariflF. Now they go duty free all over the 
Zollverein. On the other hand, the cotton-spinners of Mlihlhausen 
cannot send their yarns to their old market in France without paying 
duty, ahd in Germany they have to compete with the spindles of 
Saxony and elsewhere. 

Speaking generally, the peasant is not dissatisfied. He would like 
to pay fewer taxes and to escape military service. He would, per- 
haps, piefer the French military service, where the discipline is less 
severe, and, in time past at least, the drill-sergeant's hand was not so 
brutally heavy. On the other hand, he recognises that the present 
regime, if not gracious, is just and conscientious to a degree. It is 
also an administration by men of his own race and speech, and there 
is nothing very attractive in the prospect of being relegated to officials 
alien to him in race, who do not understand a word of his language, 
and who have always despised him for not understanding theirs. He 
sees that his material interests are being well -looked after, and that, 
in spite of bad times and heavy military taxes, he is saving nj'jney 
and adding at once to his possessions and comforts. All he desires 
is to be severely let alone, and the one thing he dreads is a war that 
would practically put an end to his weK-being, for which it would be 
no sort of compensation or consolation to find at its close that he had 
become, as his fathers were, a citizen of the French nation. 

In the great towns the feeling is somewhat different. In Strass- 
burg, for instance, there is the Ligue Patriotique, which may number 
some hundreds of members in the city. The raison (Vetrr of this 
secret society is to restore Alsace to France, and it is animated by an 
uncompromising hatred to the German rule. Nothing gave such 
vitality to this society as the repressive measures, and notably the 
law of passports, which Germany unhappily adopted some years ago. 
These unwise measures undoubtedly threw back for years the Ger- 
manisation of Alsace, and if persisted in might have been disastrous. 
Happily they have been absolutely discarded and for ever, and the 
‘ Ligue Patriotique ” now exists, I believe, more as a pious opinion 
and a sentiment than as an active propaganda. If you enter a shop 
in Strassburg, especially if the shopkeeper be middle-aged, it is pro- 
bable that he will address you in French. This is partly because he 
thinks it is more distinguished. It also partly arises from the fact 
that most likely he only speaks Alsatian, and not German, and he is a 
little ashamed to air his patois before a Btra.nger. I have spokeii to 
many of them,^ and their testimony is practically the same. “ I was 
born a Frenchman ; I have served in the French army ; I should like 
to live and die a Frenchman. Apart from that, I cannot say I have 
much to complain of. The law is just, and the administration of it 
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is fair and equal, so we do not pretend to be martyrs.” This is a 
not uncommon type of middle-aged Alsatians, and especially of Stras- 
bourgeois. On the other hand, there is another class, becoming more 
and more numerous, especially among the younger men, who say, ‘‘ It 
is true I was born under the French Government, bu\ I am not a 
Frenchman now. I was always German by descent, and rade, and 
language, and now I feel myself to be a German, not only politically, 
but also in feeling and sentiment.” 

An Alsatian gentleman, having a small estate on a lovely slope in 
one of the moat interesting recesses of the Vosges, met me in •Strass- 
burg and invited me to visit him at his country-house. It had been 
built up upon the vestiges of a convent suppressed at the time of the 
French Revolution. This gentleman’s history is interesting, and 
typical of that of many of the gentry and nobility of Alsace. Alluding 
to the good citizen of Strasaburg who had said, “ I am not a martyr,” 
he said, “ But I feel that I am a martyr.' I was a schoolboy at Metz 
when the war broke out. At its close my parents and I, like all the 
rest of the world, regarded the new order of things as quite temporary. 
So I ^eut to France, served in the French army, and then was for- 
tunate enough to obtain the position of Secretary to the French 
Senate, which I held for many years. My father died, and in order 
to inherit and look after this estate I became a German subject, and 
here I am ; but I feel that my career is broken.” ‘‘ But,” said I, 
“ would it not be well to accept the inevitable ? Should you not 
strive to serve your real fatherland of Alsace ? Why not become a 
member of the Laiulca Ausschiiss, and there, if such seem to be your 
duty, oppose the German Government in a constitutional manner ? ” 
Ilis reply was, “ I have lived in Paris twenty years ; by temperament 
and habit of thought I am a Frenchman ; I do not like the Germans 
or their ways ; and, worst of all, I have tried hard, but I cannot 
master their language.” 

This is curious, for his actual mother tongue is the Alsatian patois, 
and while in deference to his wish our conversation was wholly in 
French, all his intercourse with his domestic and farm servants was 
in Alsatian. In spite of the difficulty with the language I am not 
without hopes that he will even yet throw himself into public life to 
his own great advantage and that of his country. Having mentioned 
the Landes AusscJmsSy I may perhaps be allowed to devote a few 
words to it. It is the means by which Alsace and Lorraine exercise 
a modified Home Rule. Previous to the German annexation nothing 
of tlfie kind existed. The two provinces were represented in the 
Chamber at Paris to the same extent as the other parts of Prance. 
They are now represented in the German Reichstag, but the Landes 
Aimchuss is analogous to, though not exactly the same as, the par- 
liaments of the individual States. According to the Constitution of 



2C THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 

% 

the Reichsland of July 4, 1879, the Emperor appoints the Statthalter, 
who exercises power as representative of the Imperial Government. A 
Ministry composed of three departments, with a responsible Secretary 
of State at its head, acts under the Statthalter, who also is assisted 
by a Council of State, comprising the Statthalter as President, the 
Secretary of State as the head of the Ministry, the chief provincial 
officials, and from eight to twelve other members appointed by the 
Emperor, of whom three are presented by the JjCindes Avssclmssy 
which consists of fifty-eight members, and attends to local legisla- 
tion, 'Its seat is Strassburg, but Strassburg is quite other than 
what it was before the war. The new enceinte contaius more than 
double the space occupied by the ancient city, and there magni- 
ficent squares and public buildings have arisen worthy of any city in 
the old or new world. So great is the change that a French lady, a 
visitor to the Statthalter, who saw Strassburg lately for the first 
time since 1870, cried out in bitterness of soul : Je ne reconnaifi 
plus mon paiivre Sirashov.rfp^ Not very far from the demUlanCy the 
taking of which, in September 1870, made the fall of Strassburg 
certain, upon ground then occupied by outer ramparts, therg^ now 
stands a stately square — the Kaiser Platz — one side of which is formed 
by the Emperor’s palace, for it was felt that the Emperor must not 
come on a visit, but must have a home among his new subjects. 
Facing the Imperial residence on the opposite side of the square are 
two stately palaces, the one the new library, the other the place of 
meeting of the Landes AiissrJiuss. Instinctively the architects felt 
that anything they could create in the style of Gothic art would be 
dwarfed and rendered insignificant by that miracle of beauty in which 
the Middle Ages recorded their devotion — the minster, the joy and 
pride of Strassburg ; and so they have wisely adopted a noble form 
of classic or Renaissance architecture for all these buildings, as well 
as for that of the university, l^robably no representative body in the 
world is better housed than is this small and very young parliament. 
The “ foyer,” or lobby, if not as gorgeous as that of the Grand Opera 
at Paris, is much more snug and comfortable. Its luxurious sofas 
invite the stranger to pleasing repose while he awaits his “ member.” 
The hall of meeting itself is one of the most beautiful quadrangles I 
have ever seen. Its arrangements are those of the Reichstag at 
Berlin. The Government face the assembly in a row of fauteuils on 
a dais on either side of .the President. Each member has a comfort- 
able seat of his own, with a desk, and his position is decided, not by 
any supposed party bias, but by the topographical situation of his 
constituency., The tribunes for visitors are the best I have seen any- 
where, those in the Chamber of Deputies at Paris approaching them 
most nearly in convenience. The tribune for the Statthalter, Prince 
Hohenlohe, as the representative of the Emperor, is most magnificent. 
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Immediately facing? it is the gallery for the press. There is one large 
gallery for the public, free to all comers, and two others to whioh mem- 
bers can introduce their friends. It is needless to say that all these 
galleries are open to ladies. The absurdity of fencing off women by 
themselves, as though we were Mohammedans or Jews, only survives 
in conservative England. The Chamber is very tastefully aifd bril- 
liantly illuminated by electricity. 

I attended an important sitting at the opening of the Session in 
January 1894. The members were present almost without exception ; 
the galleries were well filled. A nominative list of the members is 
before me as I write, and of the fifty-seven names only six are French, 
mostly from Lorraine. There are only three among the elected 
members who are old Germans/* that is, not natives of the Eeichs- 
land, but immigrants from Germany since 1870. One of these three 
is the universally respected and beloved Burgomaster of Strassburg, 
Herr Back. He says he has become an Alsatian, for he has lived 
here for twenty-three years, and all his children have been born 
here. The remaining forty-eight are German, and include almost all 
the fiJd historical Alsatian families. 

The financial statement was not altogether unsatisfactory, though 
there would have been a deficit in place of a surplus but for a fortunate 
windfall. During the financial year one of the great manufacturers, 
who now for centuries have been a feature in the industrial life of 
Alsace, died, and the death duties on his estate brought nearly three 
millions of marks into the Exchequer. 

The official statement was followed by a speech from Herr Spiess, 
the representative of Schlettstadt. He said that history proved that 
an agricultural people was only moved to insurrection by three 
things: (1) Suppression of its religion; (2) excessive taxation; (3) 
famine. Therefore, in heaven*s name, no increase of taxation. He 
then dwelt upon the great hardship of Alsatian young men not being 
allowed to return to visit their parents, and concluded a long and 
powerful speech, addressing himself to the Government : ‘‘ We ask 
to be treated as other German lands are treated; and not as step- 
brothers. The affection of a people cannot be had to order ; it can 
only be won by righteous and benevolent government.** The Secretary 
of State replied, and then a remarkable man stepped into the debate. 
Dr. Petri is an Alsatian, the head of the most important banking 
institution in the Reichsland, and for many years he represented 
Strassburg in the Reichstag in Berlin. There he was a true friend 
of Aie German Government, for he helped to constitute his Imperial 
Majesty’s Opposition, and, in season and out of seasipn, he pointed 
out the injustice and the folly of the system of passports, now happily 
a thing of the past, which, while it lasted, caused Alsace to be avoided 
by strangers, as if plague-stricken. In a speech full of force and 
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fire he called upon the Government to put an end to exceptional 
measure, s for Alsace-Lorraine, for which he claimed the same autonomy 
and political rights as are enjoyed by other German States, as Prussia 
or Wiirtemberg. Like Herr Spiess, he raised the watchword Alsace- 
Lorraine for file Alsace-Lorrainers, alluding to the horde of officials 
that haVe swarmed into the lleichsland from all parts of Germany. 
His short peroration, Nous maintiendronsy was received with applause 
from all parts of the House. 

I will now ask my readers to leave Alsace and spend a few 
minutes’ in Lorraine. What has been stated about the peasantry in 
Alsace applies also in equal measure to the peasantry in Lorraine. 
They are gradually being Germanised. This does not apply to the 
nobility, gentry, and well-to-do classes in and around Metz. Metz, in 
spite of its German origin, had become, in the course of centuries, an 
essentially French city. When, in 1871, my colleagues and I of the 
War Victims Fund had our headquarters there, the gentry of the 
city, who assisted us in the distribution of the fund, invited us to 
return in seven years, when we should witness another siege of Metz, 
but it would be by French armies. More than three times ^even 
years have passed ; no such siege has taken place, but the greater 
number of those who predicted it have crossed the frontier. They 
loved France more than even their bealutiful home on the banks of 
the Moselle. They are gone, and German immigrants havp taken their 
place. Those who remain are almost to a man French in sentiment. 
This applies to the nobility and gentry, but it does not apply to the 
working classes ; and this brings me to the question of language. In 
1870, in Metz and the immediate neighbourhood, no one spoke one 
word of German. During my recent visit I was out on my tricycle 
every morning at 6 a.m , when I met the workmen coming to their 
work, and must have conversed more or less with hundreds of them. 
They all — that is, all under thirty — spoke German perfectly — not a 
patois, as in Alsace or Suabia, but as pure a German as can be met 
with anywhere. The old men and old women still only speak French, 
but they constantly assured me with pride, have a son at home 
who speaks German well.” I expressed roy amazement at the 
linguistic chauge to a sacristan coming out of a Catholic church of a 
village close to Metz. He replied in perfectly pure German, ‘‘ Yes, 
at the time of the war I was twenty years old, and did not know one 
word of German.” One evening I asked my way in Metz of a young 
priest, and, always regarding Metz as essentially French, I asked him 
in French. He replied very courteously, and then said, Why do 
you not speak, German ? ” Surprised at the purity of his German, I 
said, You are a German, then ; what part of the fatherland do you 
come from ? ” He replied, “ Of course I am a German. We are all 
Germans now; but I am a ‘Lothringer,' and was bom a French subject.” 
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The habitual use of pure German is causing the Germanisation 
of Lorraine to proceed more rapidly than that of Alsace. In* Alsacg 
French was always a foreign and a difficult tongue. The only language 
of the common people was Alsatian ; now good German is taught in 
the schools, but the influence of the patois in the homes is too great, 
and a consciousness that their German is very indifferent leads* them, 
if they can, to try and speak French. It is, too, rather the distinguished 
and correct thing to do. Before leaving Metz I must mention the 
Abbe Auguste Jacot, cur^ of F^ve, who of late has become the best 
abused if not the moat famous man in German Lorraine. Although 
he knows no language but French, he has for years past vigorously 
with tongue and pen espoused the German cause. He sees no prosperity 
or happiness for Lorraine except in loyally accepting the new order 
of things. His book, “ Vingt Ans Apres,^* was first shown to me by 
the Grand Duke of Baden, who was naturally much impressed with 
it. Like all converts, he is full of zeal, and is more intensely German 
than any Prussian could be. I was much amused with a venerable col- 
league of his, the ntfre of a village close to the frontier, the scene of one 
of the great battles. This worthy parish priest has occupied the cure 
since before the war and well remembers what the “ War Victims 
Fund ” did for him and his people. “ M. Jacot, he said, “ is a friend 
of mine, and what he has written is true, but his parishioners and 
people are not at all pleased with him for writing it. The German 
authorities are, of course, much pleased with what he has written, but 
if they had been in his place they would not have said it.” 

When the Statthalter recently visited Feve, the Abbe Jacot assembled 
his parishioners in the porch of the church, where they sang a sort of 
psalm or chant in honour of their governor. It was in French 
with the German word “ Statthalter” brought in, and was as near as 
possible an equivalent of the famous psalm with which a country 
vicar in England astonished his diocesan : 

“Ye little hills, why do you leap ? 

Ye mountains, why do ye hop? 

Is it because you are glad to fee 

His Grace the Lord Bishoi) ?” 

It now only remains to say a few words about Muhlhausen, the 
great manufacturing centre of upper Alsace. Muhlhausen may be 
said to consist of two classes — millionaire manufacturers and lawyers, 
doctors and professors, managers and clerks, together with a fair 
proportion of well-to-do shopkeepers and other tradesmen, who are 
mosHy Protestants ; and a vast body of operatives who were almost 
exclusively Catholic, but many of whom have now givep up religion 
and have become Social Democrats. The latter class are altogether 
French in sentiment, because they are Red Republicans, and their 
sympathies go entirely with the Paris Commune. The well-to-do 
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class have almost all German names, but they entertain a passionate 
Ipyalty towards France. A Swiss gentleman, who has resided here 
for thirty years and is a member of one of the great Mulhouse houses 
— to use the French name — kindly extended hospitality to me. He 
was delayed by business and sent his son, a boy of eleven, to meet 
me at ‘the station. The little fellow received me most courteously, 
but spoke nothing but French; and upon my remarking this, said 
emphatically, I am not a German, I am a Frenchman.” At the 
entrance of the station his father met us, and also spoke to me in 
French. “ Je me trouve en pleine France,” said I. When I reached 
the beautifully situated country-house my friend has built for himself 
in the old Alsatian style, my host said to me, “If you make such 
remarks as that you are altogether in France, you will be a marked 
man by the police.” Nothing but French was spoken in the family, 
although German — that is, Alsatian — was the mother-tongue. My 
hostess informed me that she belonged to an old Alsatian family, 
and I said, “ Madame, bon gro mal gre, vous ittcs allemande.” The 
prompt reply was, “ Mais, monsieur, c’est une injure ; ” yet the next 
day we all went to the Protestant Temple, where the father of my 
hostess preached to two thousand worshippers in pure Gorman. 
Later in the day I passed some hours in the company and at the 
house of the venerable pastor, and found that he by no means agreed 
with his daughter, but that upon the contrary he cordially accepts 
the new order of things. Nevertheless, the hostile feeling between 
German officers and officials and the native Alsatians is stinnger in 
Miihlhausen than anywhere else in the Keichsland. They cannot be 
said to mix at all in social intercourse. My friend, who is a Swiss, 
would have no objection to social intercourse with the German 
officers ; but “if I did,” he says, “I should simply lose all my old 
friends, and I prefer old friends to new.” 

4 So strong is this feeling that Alsatian young men serving their 
year in the German army, if in uniform, are not recognised by their 
friends. Some time since a fire broke out in a manufactory in 
Miihlhausen ; the officers of a regiment quartered in the city brought 
their men to the rescue, and by dint of determined efforts the fire was 
got under, and the proprietor saved a heavy loss. Ho was full of 
gratitude and invited the officers to a banquet ; but a few days 
afterwards he met these same officers in thh street and was afraid to 
recognise them. Had he done so, he would have been cut by his 
friends. On the other hand, I have been furnished with the following 
particulars of the membership of a Masonic Lodge at Miihlhausen. 
The Lodge has been in existence fifteen years, and in 1889-90 it 
numbere^^ twenty-nine members living in Miihlhausen, of whom 
eighteen were immigrants from Germany, ten were Alsatians, and one 
was an immigrant from France. Among the Germans were several 
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oflScers ; among the Alsatians were three great cotton-spinners, one 
banker, and a number of merchants. Since then the number of 
members has doubled. Half the members are German immigrants, 
the other half Alsatians. Among the Germans are four oflBicers on 
active service. 

This would seem to indicate that the feeling between ‘^new ” 
Germans and “ old ” is growing less bitter. It is curious also, and 
consistent with the contrariety of human affairs, that if a man of 
position in Alsace is specially hostile to the Germans his daughter is 
sure to marry a German officer. Several instances are personally 
known to me. One tiny corner of Alsace was saved to France 
by the almost superhuman efforts of M. Thiers — this was Belfort. 
Here resides a colony of at least 10,000 emigrants from German 
Alsace, and here the whole atmosphere, surroundings, and language are 
French ; and I am sorry to say everything seems to breathe war. 
In the early spring of 1871 I witnessed the march out of the heroic 
French garrison of Belfort, with all the honours of war, after a siege 
and bombardment oE months. It was only surrendered because Prince 
Bismarck refused to treat with the French Eepublic unless it was 
temporarily put in German hands. It was strong then, but it is 
infinitely stronger now. All the mountain-tops around are converted 
into fortresses, and the whole place runs over with soldiers and 
seems to breathe the spirit of the colossal Lion of Belfort.” 
This wonderful monument is partly cut out of the living rock at the 
foot of the castle, and seems always to gaze fiercely forth upon 
Alsace and upon Germany. A slight index of the tension of feeling 
that exists on the frontier is, that no sooner was I well out of Belfort 
than the French police came to my hotel to arrest me as a German spy ! 
It is easy for patriotic Frenchmen living at Belfort to believe that 
Belfort is impregnable and France invincible ; and as a true friend of 
France I am very sorry to see that the new generation, who know 
nothing of war, is being fed upon the same sort of lies which proved 
so disastrous in 1870. 

A French general a few weeks back told the young people he was 
addressing, that France was beaten in 1870 by reason of “ unheard-of 
treachery, and of a combination of circumstances that could not pos- 
sibly occur again.” 

A friend of mine, a French pastor, who for some years had a 
church in Strasaburg, and has within the last few months won a 
great reputation by a singularly successful ecclesiastical biography, 
was speaking, as I thought, somewhat lightly of a war between 
France and Germany, when I ventured to say, ‘‘ You will at least 
concede that in the event of war it is possible that France wilj not be 
victorious ? ” No,” he replied, “ that I will not concede.'' 

His sister-in-law, a Strassburg lady, who has never been inside the 
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new university buildings or the Emperor’s palace, and hardly ever 
goes to the theatre — though devoted to music — because they are 
German institutions, told me gaily the last time I met her, that she 
had just been seeing some more gentlemen who held the same opinion 
as her brother-in-law. 

A German, who seriously expressed the opinion that in the event 
of war it was impossible for Germany to be beaten, would be regarded 
by his countrymen as not sane. 

In the neighbourhood of Belfort I was hospitably entertained by a 
great manufacturer, who, after thirty years in France, continues to be 
a Swiss citizen. He said, “ I can say to you what I cannot say to my 
neighbours : I believe there is a great deal of humbug and unreality 
about much of the feeling professed by the Alsatians. They visit 
their friends in Paris and pull a very long face as they speak of their 
severance from France, but in their heart of hearts they are not 
altogether sorry to be under a strong and stable government like 
Germany. On the other hand, there is much unreality and humbug 
in the much-paraded sympathy of the French people for the Alsatian 
exiles ; under the surface there is great jealousy felt because of their 
successful competition for all sorts of oflScial and other berths that the 
French would like to keep for themselves.” 

My task is very nearly at an end. ^ I might multiply detail, but 
perhaps what has been given will sufficiently illustrate the views I 
have formed. The strong sentiment obtaining at this moment in 
Alsace Lorraine in favour of France seems to me closely analogous 
to the Jacobite sentiment which lingered in Scotland until the begin- 
ning of this century. It was powerful as a sentiment long after it had 
ceased to be a motor of practical politics. There is also, doubtless, in 
Alsace the feeling of patriotism among those who still regard them- 
selves as French. They will speak either French or the Alsatian 
patois, but German they will not speak. The. President of the Evan- 
gelical Synod at Metz, who has been there now for twenty-three years, 
came originally from Milhlhausen. At Metz he preaches in German, 
and has now little occasion to'* use the French language. When, 
however, he visits his friends at Miihlhausen they will not suffer him 
to speak German. He may please himself whether he will speak 
French or the Alsatian patois. To speak German would be to show that 
he had become a “ Prussian.” On the other hand, the Burgomaster 
of Strassburg, who is at the Town Hall all day and every day, where 
he receives all sorts and conditions of men and women, told me his 
French was growing quite rusty, because he hardly ever had occasion 
to use it. 

One word in conclusion. Alsace has never been other than German. 
For the first hundred years after the French annexation it was German 
to the heart’s core, and only submitted to the French protectorate because 
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ol force majeure. The great principles of 1789 awoke a strong French 
patriotism in all that was noblest in Alsatian society, and that patriotisi^ 
was cemented upon a hundred battlefields daring the Consulate and 
Empire. In 1870 all Germany was wild with excitement and enthu- 
siasm at the thought of taking back to her arms the daughter that 
for two centuries had been under foreign domination. The daughter, 
howe 7 er, pouted and resisted, and said she was enamoured of LiberU^ 
Egaliti and Fraternitd, To drop metaphor, Germany did herself 
harm by losing her temper and adopting severe, harsh, and repressive 
measures. Germany has found out her mistake, and every day brings 
us nearer the time when all exceptional laws in the Eeichslarid will 
be done away with. It was a wise inspiration of the Emperor 
William to purchase an estate at Urville, near to Metz, and establish 
a home for himself there in the very heart of Lorraine. The mild and 
benevolent rule of the Statthalter, Prince Hohenlohe Schillingfiirst, 
is winning many hearts. As he said to me, “You will at least have 
discovered that I am not a Duke of Alva, as the French newspapers 
have sometimes been good enough to call me.” 

I think we hardly realise the extent of the patriotism which led 
the German princes to proclaim the Empire in 1871. Up to 
that time each was an independent and Sovereign ruler. This 
proud position they voluntarily renounced in choosing an Emperor 
or Supreme Head. It was a noble act of abnegation, for it was 
done in order that Germany might be one and united and fulfil 
her great mission in the world. It would have been well for the 
Eeichsland if the patriotism of the smaller German States had gone a 
little farther. What is a “ lieichsland ”? A land attached by military 
power to the empire, but otherwise unattached. Th^ very name pro- 
claims it to be a conquered country. This is just wliat should be 
forgotten as soon as possible. By geographical position, by language 
— the same Suabian dialect — and largely also by race, Alsace would 
seem most suitably incorporated with the Grand Duchy of Baden. 
Alsace would there find a real autonomy, and in the benevolent and 
beneficent royal pair, the Grand Duke and Grand Duchess of Baden, 
the people of Alsace would find an incarnation of the res piCbHca 
which for most of us is a great help to patriotism. Lorraine would 
naturally fall to Prussia. The two provinces would no longer feel 
themselves to be step-children of the German Empire, but bone of 
the bone and flesh of the flesh of particular German States, to which 
many natural ties bind them severally, and in union with which they 
could* work out their autonomy and their destiny. 

From what I heard from inhabitants of all parts of Alsace and 
Lorraine, this is the solution most likely to promote the entire 
Germanisation as well as the well-being, contentment, and happiness 
of the two provinces. Will the other 'States of Germany be sufficiently 
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patriotic and magnanimous to assent to such an arrangement ? It 
may be Abat it is now too late, tbongb I do not think so. 

In default of this settlement all exceptional and repressive legisla- 
tion must be done away with, the autonomy of the Beichsland must 
be made real, and the iMHuhs AtisscAuss must become a Landtafi like 
that of Prussia, Bavaria, or Saxony. It is in this direction that 
things are moving, and the representative of this policy is the wise 
and experienced Statthalter. 

Samuel James Capper. 



THE POSSIBILITIES OF LIBERAL 
REUNION. 


W HATEVER may be the soundness of Lord Rosebery’s theory 
*that the Liberal schism dates, not from Mr. Gladstone’s 
first Irish Home Rule Bill, but from the County Franchise measure 
of two years earlier, few person^ possessing any knowledge of the 
inner life of parties will doubt that, for some considerable time before 
the proposed Irish legislation of 1886, a constant succession of inci- 
dents, varying in magnitude, but all tending in the same direction, 
and most of them equally unfavourable to tho continued solidarity of 
the Liberal party, had been in progress. It is an historic fact that 
tho two great Whig houses of Cavendish and Russell are hereditary 
rivals, although members of each, beginning with the Lords Cavendish 
and William Russell of those days in their opposition to Charles II., 
have not infrequently united and served loyally together at particular 
crises and for special objects. Mr. Gladstone has, throughout the 
later stages of his career, received more active support from the 
owner of Woburn than of Chatsworth ; the social entourage and 
environment of the present Duke of Devonshire have not been calcu- 
lated to compensate for any lack of fire or intensity in his Liberal 
sympathies, but have rather been of the kind likely, perhaps uncon- 
sciously to himself, to undermine them. The turf, whatever may be 
the ethical significance of the fact, is the most extensively national 
of English sports, and provides in a peculiar degree rival politicians, 
amongst others, wi|h a ground for intimate and amicable union to an 
extent that is supplied by no other occupation or pastime. If the 
expediency of enlisting this institution and its representatives in the 
Conservative interest was perceived by so shrewd an observer as Mr. 
Disraeli as far back as Lord George Bentinck, it was not, perhaps, 
quite forgotten during his socio-political movements, when, as Lord 



36 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


Beaconsfield, he became the idol of that aristocracy and fashion which, 
ht the beginning of his coarse, affected to despise him. Mr. Glad- 
stQne has never carried, or thought of carrying, witl^ him ‘‘society,’^ 
in the way ia which Lord Beaconsfield did. The present head of 
the hense of Cavendish, as Lord Hartington first and his Grace of 
Devonshire more recently, has moved a good deal in the most modish 
and characteristically modern sections of our modern polite life, and 
though he has assuredly not exaggerated the value of the distinction, 
he has not been able to avoid being a cynosure and a centre of that, 
organisation of wealth, glitter, comfort, and luxury, which has suc- 
ceeded the more exclusive rdginic presided over by the historic Countess 
of Jersey. This superb original of ‘‘ Endymion^s ” Zenobia onco 
accused the hero of Waterloo of leading a mob into Almack's. Some- 
what in the same vein, the Duke of Devonshire, when speaking on 
the subject of Hjde Park demonstrations, once publicly observed 
that he failed to see why, if the park was open freely to very well- 
dressed mobs on week days, the enclosure around “The Keformers^ 
Tree ” should be forbidden to a less well-dressed mob on Sundays, 
But though his Grace has inherited from his ancestors a strong 
popular fibre in his temperament, it is “ no violation of the sanctity 
of private life ” to say, on the printed authority of the Court news- 
man, that he has for a long time moved, in London and elsewhere, 
among a society to which the Gladstonian name and works have been * 
an abomination. Just as the absolute contrast between the social, 
educational, personal, political antecedents and experiences of Mr. 
Gladstone and Mr. Chamberlain are enough to account, in a manner 
equally honourable to each, for the separation that, long growing, 
was consummated finally between them in 1886, so, notwithstanding 
Lord Hartington's loyal waiving of his personal claims in favour of 
Mr. Gladstone’s after the Liberal victory of 1880, and his subsequent- 
declaration that the then l^remier’s conversion to Home Rule did not 
take him, at least, by surprise, the social atmosphere long breathed 
by the present head of the house of Cavendish has been in many 
ways antipathetic to the historic idealism into which our late Premier’s, 
political creed resolves itself, and, as may be said without the slightest 
reflection on the Lord Hartington of those days, may have acted as a 
preparative for the breach between the great leader and the erewhile 
lieutenant who, twenty years since, filled with self-sacrificing ability 
the place left vacant by a temporary abdication. 

These speculations belong to the past. The question of the future, 
to which it will not now be amiss to consider the materials for an 
answer, is whether, since Mr. Gladstone’s retirement and Lord Rose- 
bery’s succession to the Premiership, there is any reason to suppose 
that the gulf separating the official leader of the Liberal party with 
his supporters from the chief of the Whig Unionists and his followers 
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can ever be bridged over ? In other words, what are the possibilities 
of the reunion of all the Liberal sections into the compact and 
harmonious phalanx that existed before the disruption of eight 
years ago. , 

To begin our attempt at a reply to the question jtlst proposed, 
some may already see, even among the Unionist- Liberals, a growing 
desire to gratify the British instinct of equity : to give Lord Rosebery 
and his colleagues fair play ; that disposition "will perhaps in the long 
run operate favourably for the ultimate reunion of the party on other 
than Budget or administrative details. Nor on his part is the Prime 
Minister likely to be slow to meet his estranged friends half-way, and 
to build a golden bridge on which they may pass over into the Minis- 
terial camp. Thoughtless critics and interested partisans are apt to 
speak or write as if the heads of the houses of Cavendish and Primrose 
were dissevered mutually by some profound question of political principle 
on which neither rapprochement nor compromise is possible. As a matter 
of fact, “ differences of principle ” are much less frequent than might 
be supposed in our political life, and it may be doubted whether one 
of these, in the true and real sense of the term as distinguished, that 
is, from mere difference of degree, has presented itself since the .days 
of Roman Catholic emancipation. Neither the Repeal of the Corn 
Laws — when, at the outset. Lord John Russell was prepared to meet 
with a fixed 8.s. duty Peel’s sliding scale — nor electoral reform, 
whether in the boroughs in 1867, or in the counties seventeen years 
later, nor Irish Church Disestablishment, when the friends of concur- 
rent endowment agreed with the enemies of all State religions in 
admitting the position of the Anglican Church in Ireland to be 
untenable, involved any fundamental antagonism of political principles. 
To the same category, whatever may be urged to the contrary, the 
reconstitution of Irish Government may be added ; for practical pur- 
poses, it may be said that among all sections of all parties, with the 
Duke of Devonshire as with Lord Rosebery himself, some considerable 
extension of local autonomy on the other side of Sfc. George’s Channel 
is admitted to be equitable as a policy and ultimately inevitable as a 
fact. Unanimous on this point, the various sectional leaders on each 
side only begin to differ upon points arising out of the extent, the 
details, the machinery, and the nomenclature which it is expedient to 
associate with that concession to the sister island ; apart from the 
inflammatory influences of partisan appeals and popular agitation, 
the business, as the Premier in his speech during the debate on the 
secoad reading of the rejected Bill almost suggested, might be settled 
by a committee of business men in a few days, or hours. It will be 
said that there is no mean point between the Nationalists, who will 
be content with nothing less than a sovereign Parliament on. St. 
fitephen^s Green, and their opponents, who will yield nothing likely 
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to impair or threaten the. paramount supremacy of the imperial 
assemblage at Westminster. But whatever the event may prove, 
'these as yet are verbal objectious only, no really business-like and 
patient attempt to arrange the dispute has thus far been made by 
the contracting parties, and we are up to this day ignorant of the 
maximum which a united party or Parliament in England may be 
prepared to offer, as of the minimum which the true representatives 
of the majority of Irish nationalism are in their hearts willing to 
accept. The Duke of Devonshire, as a Unionist chief, is pledged, and 
pledged only, to resist all proposals demonstrably dangerous to the 
union of the two countries, short of this, his hand is free ; he is 
precluded from assisting no legislation that is not on the face of it 
violently disintegrating ; in speeches and upon occasions needless to 
recapitulate here, the Duke of Devonshire and Mr. Chamberlain have 
expressed themselves as strongly in favour of a large extension of 
local self-administration to the country of O’Connell as even Lord 
Bandolph Churchill. When, therefore, there is, to start with, something 
definitely in common between political opponents, it ought not to be 
impossible, one might think, for men of the world, men whp, like 
Lord Eosebery and the Duke of Devonshire, have been nurtured in 
the same political traditions as they have long breathed, not only at 
Westminster, but in St. James’s as at Newmarket, the same social, 
not less than the same political, atmosphere, to feel their way to a 
solution of the problem now dividing the Liberal party, a solution 
which, while it shall respect the conscientious convictions and cardinal 
articles in the political creeds of both leaders, shall also be accepted 
by their followers, and shall receive the sanction alike of Ireland and 
of Westminster. At this moment, the Duke of Devonshire is of 
course divided sharply from the advocates of those Irish concessions 
with which Lord Eosebery is identified, and nothing may seem more 
natural or simple to superficial observers than that ere long the states- 
man, who till lately was Lord llartington, following the precedent of 
the Fitzwilliam and Portland Whigs exactly a century ago, when, 
in 1794, his predecessors left FOx and went over to Pitt, should also 
himself become an avowed seceder from the Whig party, and should 
in name join the Conservatives under Lord Salisbury. Against that 
view it may be remarked first, that as was shown by the party sequel 
between 1794 and 1832, or again by the final distribution of the 
mixed forces of Sir Eobert Peel between 1846 and 1855, there is a 
constantly overruling tendency in politics to what in physical science 
might be perhaps called reversion to type.” Between uniting with 
the Tories, as in a particular session and for a special purpose the 
Duke of Devonshire has done, and discarding alike all the distinctive 
tenets and appellations of Whiggism, as by some it seems to be 
expected that he should do, there is- all the difference in the world. 
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The tone and temper of Lord Salisbury and the Duke of Devonshire 
respectively in the debates on the Parish Councils Bill, to t^ke only 
a single example, showed that, notwithstanding all which exists in 
common between them, they can still regard questions of popular 
right and of aristocratic privilege from somewhat difierent points 
of view. 

The practical difficulties in the way of organic change now so 
lightly spoken of, whether looked at from the Liberal or Conservative 
Unionist point of view, cannot well be exaggerated, though they may 
be often ignored. A political party is a delicate and highly com- 
plicated organism, not a piece of inorganic machinery. If there 
existed either among Unionist-Liberals or Unionist-Conservatives an 
absorbing passion for such a transposition, or rather hoidcversciucnt 
of political forces, then indeed it might come within the purview of 
practical men ; but what are the facts — first, so far as regards the 
Conservative-Unionists ; secondly, as regards the Unionist-Whigs, or 
Liberals? The former have shown unmistakably that the loss of 
their corporate personality seems to them a high price to pay, even 
for the acquisition of so accomplished a parliamentarian as Mr. 
Chamberlain in the capacity of Mr. Balfour’s coadjutor; while, so 
long as the Liberal-Unionists are willing to go into the Conservative 
lobbies, the present Opposition has every reason to be content with 
the shdm and cannot possibly wish to increase the list of 
claimants for office, already embarrassingly large, when the next 
Unionist administration is formed, for, as has been hinted above, the 
Duke of Devonshire would not be “received’^ alone into the Con- 
servative church ; some of his followers and friends, like Mr. Goschen, 
have already preceded him. With very many more his Grace’s de- 
parture would be the signal for the prompt abandonment of existing 
party ties and designations ; the Carlton Club would be taken by 
storm, its candidates’ book would become indistinguishable from that 
of the lloform, and the Conservative party, even as the very compre- 
hensive and tolerant organisation that we know to-day, ^ould cease to 
exist; and cui 1)0110 , — what conceivable advantage would Lord Salisbury, 
Mr. Balfour, and their friends, derive from this chaotic process ? — they 
would not have the Liberal-Unionist vote more completely at their 
disposal than they have already, and in the eyes of the masses, with 
whom party names and divisions still count for something, their credit 
for political consistency would, to say the least of it, not be increased. 
Further, shrewd Conservatives may contend with unanswerable force, 
thatr^ it is to the advantage of their cause that a goodly number • of 
those who bear, at least in part, the Liberal name, should not hasten 
to declare to the world their conversion to Conservatism. Just as it 
suited the authorities of the Eoman Communion in the days of 
Elizabeth that many loyal adherents of the^Pope should be content 
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to remain ostensibly members of the reformed Anglican Communion 
in order that the Catholic leaven might, by means of crypto-papal 
missionaries, permeate the Protestant mass — so the existence of the 
Liberal-Unionists within the body of titular Liberalism itself may 
well be regarded by the Opposition as a potential source of Conserva- 
tive strength. 

The Conservatives having sown the seed of disintegration in 
Liberal soil, and having witnessed the gradual process of Liberal 
disruption so far, are not likely to wish to undo their own work 
with no other practical result to themselves than to multiply Liberal- 
Unionist candidates for promotion when a Unionist Government may 
come into power. Again, as matters are, many of the followers of 
the Duke of Devonshire may flatter themselves that their political 
self-respect is not impaired, that their allegiance to “ plain Whig 
principles is in reality maintained, and that the true secessionists 
from Liberalism are not the Duke of Devonshire and his followers 
but Lord Eosebery and Mr. Gladstone. There are some at least who 
would find it impossible to lay this flattering unction to their souls, 
if they were formally to receive and mechanically obey all the official 
Conservative whips. Quieta non movere seems, therefore, likely to be 
the principle which the party managers on both sides will try to illus- 
trate and obey as long as possible. But if the precedents of political 
history are worth anything, they show that such an arrangement can 
only be provisional and temporary ; it may be said with truth that 
while three parties are often possible at Westminster, only two are 
practicable in the constituencies. It does not, however, necessarily 
follow, as some persons seem to fancy, that the inference from this 
cardinal political trpth is favourable to the absorption of the Whig or 
Liberal-Unionists into the Conservative connection. The Whig party, 
which in 1794, by the convulsive influences of the French Eevolution, 
seemed incurably broken, shattered, pulverised, and extinguished, 
revived with more than its pristine energies and efiiciency under the 
leadership of- Grey and his friends, long before the Eeform Bill of 
1 832 ; the Conservative party, which Sir Robert Peel’s legislation in 
184G bad threatened to dissolve, was a perfectly triumphant organisa- 
tion five years later ; some of the Peelites, like Mr. Cardwell and Mr. 
Gladstone, drifted permanently into Liberalism, but the greater 
number of them became the successful and strenuous nucleus of the 
Conservative party under Lord Derby and Mr. Disraeli. If, as is 
said, the growing rapprochement of Unionist-Liberals to Conservatism 
suggests to some of those, once proud to be called Gladstonians, 
that the most easy and obvious alternative is avowedly to take up the 
light yoke and easy burden of the exceedingly tolerant neo-Conser- 
vatism, there are many others whom the considerations, urged in 
favour of that choice, will strike as arguments in , favour of their 
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return upon any reasonable terms to the old Liberal allegiance^ and 
with whom they may even operate as a spell to revive the extinguished 
sense of party duties. If this view is correct, influences favourable 
to Liberal reunion will increase and multiply, rather than diminish, 
with time. The proverb that blood is thicker than watep may receive 
constantly fresh exemplifications, and before the process is Q?cactly 
comprehended, the closing up of the ranks, now to all appearance 
hopelessly broken, may become an accomplished fact. In politics, if 
in anything, it is the unforeseen which usually arrives. The subject 
is one that does not admit of positive prophecy, but a careful survey 
or approximate forecast of the agencies, now, or likely hereafter to be 
at work, does seem to justify the conclusion that the obstacles in the 
way of Liberal reunion are not intrinsically more desperate than those 
which would bar the incorporation of the Jjiberal-Unionists into the 
national Conservative party, about which so much has of late been 
said. If, therefore, the present condition of things is not, as past 
experiences would seem to show, likely to prove permanent, the 
sequel which has so often been witnessed before in party history can- 
not, jit may be said, be found in the long run the less probable now, 
merely because at the present moment the difficulties besetting its 
realisation appear as great as those opposed to Whig reunion in 1791, 
or Conservative reunion in 1846. 


T. H. S. Escott. 
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A REPLY. 


I P, to lead off the following observations, which are meant to give 
a hearing for the proverbial “ other side ” of this question, I felt 
in need of a motto corrt‘lative to the 

“ Nostra damns cum falsa damns, nam fallere nostrum est, 
et quiim falsa damns, nil nisi nostra damns,” 

Q 

with which the author of the papers on ** The Policy of the Pope 
heads his article on TJte rapal Encyclical on the Bible* I might take 
the words of the laughing j)hilosopher of Abdera, All contention is 
stupid ; for while it regards what will hurt an adversary, it does not 
look at what is advantageous for itself.” If, qnuw falsa ilat^ nil nisi 
sua daty the reason is in himself, and therefore not far for him to 
seek. On the principle, apparently, that the Pope and his own 
fellow-religionists are dogs, and that anything is good enough to beat 
a dog with, his aim has been to plant as many blows as possible 
with whatever weapons would serve his momentary purpose ; forget- 
ful, or careless under the shield of anonymity, how all would inevitably 

* CoNTEMPOiiABY REVIEW, April 1894, PI). 576 608. The title of the Encyclical was, 
1 scarcely need say, misstated. It was not “On the Bible,” which would have sug- 
gested a comprehensive review of the whole subject of Holy Scripture, but f>e 
^^ipixirai on certain courses of lectures which Leo XIII. counselled the bishops 

to institute in their seminaries, if they had not already done so. The scope of these 
lectures would, of course, be conditioned by circumstances and opportunities of time 
and place ; and the Encyclical or circular letter was addressed not exclusively to the 
bishops in Germany, France, or England (with whom, had they been separately written to, 
a somewhat different tone might have possibly been adopted), but equally to those of 
Italy and Spain, and to the missionary bishops of India and of China. What selections 
of books would tlHi seminary students have been anxious to obtain from Calcutta or 
Hong Kong if they had heard that the Pope himself had recommended the study of 
the “Higher Criticism ” ? The author (as for brevity’s sake I shall call the author of 
“The Policy of the Pope”) considers that the “Higher Criticism” is abundantly 
justified by “ the unshaken conclusions of historical and philological research.” But 
even if he were right, he ought not to forget that noblesse oblige. He should not be 
petulant because every one does not walk at his own speed, and must not expect the 
central authority to take a break-neck pace. ’ 
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recoil upon himself. His article, by its very sharpness and bitingness, 
will help to wake our people up ; and (it need scarcely be sajd where 
there is question of a religious communion embracing, above all others, 
all sorts and conditions of men) some of them must want it. He 
has hit some blots, as, that Catholics (to whom, by the way, the 
Bible is not all in all, as it is to many Protestants) do not sufficiently 
study the Bible, and that they do not pay sufficient attention to the 
Oriental languages ; and, though the usual way of dealing with blots 
is not to strike out at them (which no fairly reasonable person thinks 
of doing unless he has lost his temper), but to erase them, strong 
words on tho subject may be productive of good, because, although 
too strong to be taken by themselves, they are sure to become mixed 
with a great many words of another character. But there is more 
than this. 

I. 

“We” — {.<?., Eoman Catholics — says the author, “hinder the 
propagation of tho Bible, and strenuously discourage its study.”* 
“We magniloquent! y call upon all Catholic theologians to study it 
under the guidance of qualified Professors, and we reserve these 
Professorships for men who, besides the drawback of crass ignorance, 
lack the conviction that however deftly science may be ultimately 
harmonised with religion they will both remain for ever incompatible 
with unveracity. We applaud those vigorous champions of tradition 
who publicly teach and uphold doctrines which they privately reject 
and abhor ; we look askant at the few who possess the courage to 
abstain from professing as true and salutary what they are too timid 
to stigmatise as false and baneful. If these things are false, let them 
be denied.” Rather, one would have thought, if they are true, let 
them be proved. Any ecclesiastics (if such there are, and the world 
is wide) who teach in public what in private they abhor, and appoint 
as Professors of Holy Scripture men less competent than others 
doctrinally as sound, f who are available, belong merely to the class 
of rogues and rascals who, when they are found out in other avoca- 
tions, are sent to hard labour or are decorated with broad arrows. 
Such people only want finding out. No body of men desires to be 
connected with them ; every one knowS that they uniformly end by 
throwing a shadow of public discredit and disgrace over all they have 
succeeeded in associating with themselves. But are not the moral 
aspersions which the author thus anonymously scatters broadcast, at 

* TJnder circumstances where, as we think, it is likely to be misunderstood in such 
a way as to result in practical mischief being done. The accommodation of the 
various Books ” and parts of Books of the Bible to the understanding of those to 
whom they were severally addressed carries with it the implication of their being 
difficult to those who breathe a different mental atmosphere. 

+ The Abbe Loisy, to whom the author refers, p. 684, wotc, appears to have carried 
the theory of partial inspiration to dangerous lengths. 
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best, indications that he is so narrow-minded as to be unable to 
believe Jihat those who disagree with him are honest, and at worst on 
a level with the sweeping and unsupported charges, in general 
terms, made by an anonymous “ Naval OfBcer ” in his British 
Navy in the Present Year of Grace ? ” * No one out of his salad days 
hesitates five minutes what to think when such tactics are adopted. 
If, however, Catholics have been backward in the study of the Bible 
and of the Oriental languages, does Leo XIII. approve of this ? The 
very purpose of the Encyclical was to insist on an opposite course of 
conduct being followed. His oflSce compels him, says the Pope, “ to 
desire that tliis grand source of Catholic revelation should be made 
safely and abundantly accessible,” not only to the pastors, but to 
the flock of Jesus Christ.” ‘‘ More especially, those whom divine 
grace has called to Holy Orders should, day by day, as their state 
demands, display greater diligence and industry in reading, meditating, 
and studying it.” “ To be ignorant of the Scripture is not to know 
Christ.” A considerable portion of them, he proceeds, is commanded 
to be read by the ministers of the Church in the daily office ; their 
exposition in cathedral churches and elsewhere, where this . can 
conveniently be done, is ordered by ecclesiastical authority; the 
Council of Trent has directed that ‘‘ the people shall be fed with the 
saving words of the Gospel at least on* Sundays and solemn feasts ; 
‘‘ from the beginning of Christianity, all who have been renowned for 
holiness of life and for sacred learning have given their deep and 
constant attention to Holy Scripture ” ; what the Fathers began the 
Schoolmen carried on, and the universities assisted ; and “ Clement V. 
established chairs of Oriental learning in the principal universities of 
Europe.” In view of all this, and of the attacks made by Ilationali&ts 
and unbelievers on the authenticity and inspiration of Holy Writ, it 
ought to be the first care of Pope, Patriarchs, Archbishops, and 
Bishops alike, that in seminaries and academical institutions the 
study of Holy Scripture be placed on such a footing as its own 
importance and the circumstances of the times demand. Incompetent 
professors are by no means to be appointed ; the teachers ** must be 
men whose character and fitness are proved by their love of, and their 
long familiarity with, the Bible, and by suitable learning and study.” 
In their interpretations they are to use the Word of God for the 
advantage of religion and piety. But they are not to confine them- 
selves to this. They are also to vindicate the trustworthiness and 
authority of the sacred records. In this, the first means is the 
study of the Oriental languages and of the art of criticism,” so *tbat 
‘‘ it is most proper that professors of Sacred Scripture should master 
those tongues in which the Sacred Books were originally written, and 
it would be well that Church students should also cultivate them.” 

* See the Times, June 13, pp. 3, 7. 
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These topics occupy the first two-thirds of the Encyclical.* So far 
it is evident the author of “ The Policy of the Pope ” has t||e Pope 
entirely with him. Why, then^ his obvious animus against this 
Encyclical ? 


II. 

One of the two principal reasons is that, after enjoining the study 
of sound criticism, the Holy Father proceeds as follows : 

“ There has arisen, to the great detriment of religion, an inept method 
dignified by the name of the ‘ Higher Criticism,’ which pretends to judge of 
the origin, integrity, and authority of each Book, from internal indications 
alone. It is clear, on the other hand, that in historical questions, such as 
the origin and the handing down of writings, the witness of history is of 
primary importance, and is to be amassed and analysed with the utmost 
care (fiuam studiofi-isshm) ; while the internal evidence is for the most part 
(plenimqiie, usually, commonly) adducible only as confirmation. To look 
upon it in any other light will bo to open the door to many evil conse- 
quences. It will make thfe enemies of religion much more bold in attacking 
and mangling the Sacred Books; and this vaunted ‘ Higher Criticism ’ will 
resolve itself into the reflection of the bias and the prejudice of the critics. 
It will not throw on the Scripture the light which is sought, or prove of 
any advantage to doctrine ; it will only give rise to disagreement and 
dissension, those sure notes of error, which the critics in question so plenti- 
fully exhibit in their own persons ; and seeing that most of them are tainted 
with false philosophy and rationalism, it must lead to the elimination from 
the sacred writings of all prophecy and miracle, and of everything else that * 
is outside the natural order.” 

The question-begging epithet, “ Higher Criticism,” was introduced 
into modern theological literature by Eichhorn, taking occasion from 
an obscure passage in the writings of a certain Dionysius, an 
Alexandrian “ grammarian.” Some of the so-called “ Higher Critics” 
— Kuenen among the number — decline to employ it ; and, indeed, 
it would be difficult to say why careful and learned discussion on 
grounds of internal evidence should be called “ Higher ” than 
equally careful and equally learned discussion on grounds of 
external evidence. Both, evidently, are capable of fully exercising 

* They are travestied in pp. .578-9. For instance, “ lie r(*serves his enthusiasm for 
the Scholastics who invented the manifold ways in which a diflicult passage may be 
interpreted in order to suit the varying needs of times and per-ons,” merely travesties 
the correlative passage in the Encyclical; “With the age of the Sch .histics came 
fresh and welcome progress in tl e study of the Bible. That the Scholastics were 
solicitous about the genuineness of the Latin version is evident from tlie Correetoria 
Jjiblica, or lists of emendations, which they have left, but they expended their labours 
and industry chiefly on interpretation and explanation. To them we owe the accurate 
and clear distinction, such as liad not been given before, of the various senses of the 
sacj^cd words, the assignment of the value of each * sense * in theology, the division 
of books into parts, and the summaries of the various parts, the investigation of the 
objects of the writers, the demonstration of the connection of sentence with sentence, 
and of clause with clause ; all of which is calculated to throw much light on the more 
obscure passages of the sacred volume.” The clause about the various senses of the 
sacred words — the literal, allegorical, moral, and anagogical — with which modern readers 
are least likely to agree, is singled out for exclusive mention. The Pope “ reserves his 
enthusiasm ” for the Fathers. 
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the highest powers of the human mind, though it is easier 
and chej\per to conduct the former badly, and a more delicate and 
difficult matter to perform it well. Internal criticism, as we may 
call it, is like tearing out the title-page of Macaulay’s or of Alison’s 
history, and asking the reader to guess who wrote it. External 
evidence criticism gives him as the basis of his investigations an 
unmutilated copy of the book, together with the reviews it met with 
on its appearance, and any other outside evidence of its authorship 
that may be available. External evidence of the authority of a book 
is such as that it is propounded, or that it is used, as authoritative, 
by the Church, by the Fathers, by the Apostles, by our Lord, by the 
Synagogue in pre-Christian times, or by all together. Internal 
evidence of authority is that such and such a book seems to this or 
that person to be authoritative ; that it has a divine flow or energy in 
it, and was written in the full vigour of his faculties by some one 
who possessed a valid claim to be heard. Integrity may denote either 
of two things. It may mean literary integrity, that the whole book is 
by one author, or it may mean that (apart from mistakes of copyists) 
it is to bo taken as integrally authoritative, one part as much' as 
another, though the work of different sacred authors may have been 
conjoined in it. External evidence of authorship is such as antiquity 
of manuscripts, quotations and references In other writings, and the like. 
Internal evidence of authorship is such as style, tone, standpoint, and 
the occurrence or non-occurrence of anachronisms, of contradictions, 
of mistakes in geography, natural history, or other matters which one 
writer might have made but another could not be supposed to fall 
into. The supposititious Dares the Phrygian, for example, committed 
innumerable blunders which to the real Dares the Phrygian would 
have been impossible. It is perfectly intelligible that German 
Lutherans who thought little of the Fathers should have attempted 
to discuss the authenticity of the New l^estament writings on a basis 
of internal evidence. It is equally manifest that the Pope, who 
stands at the head of a system whose essential claim is that it is that 
of historical Christianity, must feel himself entirely debarred from 
encouraging such an idea. But, observe, he by no means repudiates 
internal evidence. He is perfectly willing to admit it in what he 
considers to be its place, and, if it is more solidly cultivated in the 
future than in the past — for its exact study is as yet a plant of very 
tender growth — other Popes may go farther, lie does not even say 
that it is never decisive solely and simply by itself. Though he is 
speaking, not exclusively of the Old Testament, where (on account* of 
the greater lapse of time and the utter ruin of the Jewish economy of 
which the Old Testament is a fragmentary record) the external 
evidence is weaker, but includes in tJie scope of his observations the 
much more important New Testament, where the external evidence is 
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far more copious and more forcible, he only declares that plerumqiiey 
for the most part, internal evidence is no more than a confiri^ation. 
There is no repudiation of internal evidence criticism when^reasonably ’ 
and moderately pursued ; and, in cases where there is no external 
evidence — as, with respect te the age and authorship of tlie Book of 
Job, for example — internal evidence is of course the only kiild of 
evidence we have to go upon. The ‘‘ Higher Criticism ” is taken in 
the concrete, and Catholics are warned against it, not only on account 
of the one-sidedness of the method, but also because the works of its 
principal devotees are infected by the rationalism and unbelief of 
their authors. 

Most Christians, whether they are Roman Catholics or not, will, I 
venture to think, regard this attitude of the Pope, chilling and 
repellent though it is, as by no means uncalled for under the concrete 
circumstances, and certainly not erring on the side of illiberality 
towards the “ Higher,^’ Inner, or Subjective, and chiefly German 
criticism. The author of “ The Policy of the Pope,” apparently a 
disciple of the critical “ Extreme Left,” is naturally indignant at it, 
and, as naturally, exaggerates it in his indignation. “ I now proceed,” 
he says at p. 58i, to offer a few remarks on [one of] the two main 
propositions of the Encyclical .... that it is as possible as it is 
necessary to study the text scientifically without ever being confronted 
with any of the inconvenient problems of ‘Higher Criticism.* The 
examples occur later, on pp. 601-G05. One is to the effect that the 
Septuagint text of the First Book of Samuel — commonly called the 
First Book of Kings — is more trustworthy than the present Hebrew 
text, especially in chapters seventeen and eighteen. The other is that 
an older text than that of the present Hebrew Bibles has been followed 
by the Septuagint in Genesis xlvii. 1-7. The idea that either of these 
examples, or that of Saul and David adduced on p. 585, tells against 
the Encyclical, is based merely on careless reading of that document, 
in which the proposition just quoted is nowhere to be found. For 
while, as we have seen, Leo XIII. cautions professors of Holy Scripture 
and others as to the general character of this internal criticism, he 
nowhere tells them that nothing useful is included in the bulky tomes 
which (to use a mixed metaphor) have issued from the workshop of 
the crude and savage Cyclops, who (it is to be hoped) will, like 
Naaraan the Syrian, some day wash in the now despised waters of 
Jordan, and be clean. He nowhere forbids them to revert, in its 
regard, to the traditional catholic policy of sifting the precious from 
the vilb, which the Scholastics employed with such conspicuous success 
as to the Aristotelian philosophy. The document theory of the 
Pentateuch, the supposition that there is in the Hebrew text of the 
Books of Samuel a plurality of sources distinguishable by internal 
evidence, the •hypothesis of a Deutero-Isaiah, the assertion that verses 
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9-20 of the last chapter of the Gospel according to St. Mark were 
pot written or dictated by that Evangelist, are not only not authori- 
tatively condemned, but are not even mentioned or alluded to. 

But why,^our author may protest, are they neither mentioned nor 
alluded to ? . * 

“ In a former article [he sjiys *] I enumerated the most important theses 
of Biblical critics, about which j)erfect imanimity prevails among scdiolars of 
all denominations, not excludimj Catholics ; and having embodied them in a 
series of propositions, I expressed the hope that theologians would refute, 
or his Holiness expressly tolerate or condemn, each on its own merits. If 
our contention is false, let it be publicly refuted by arguments ; if heretical, 
let it be solemnly condemned by an infallible decree. Out of the preseiit 
dilHculty there is no third issue.’* 

These are words not of an essentially unreasonable, but (at the same 
time) of an impatient man ; for, as a matter of fact, there is a third 
issue — the very old and familiar one, “ Let it be threshed out.” 
“ Then why do not the theologians thresh it all out straightway ? ” 
But is it not he himself who has said : The Catholic Church of to- 
day numbers but very few scholars, laymen or ecclesiastics, who are 
qualified, by their training and by their knowledge of the Bible and 
its history, to form an independent opinion on the subject.*^ Here 
(as usually happens in controversy) ho has exaggerated. But even 
dato scd noil concesso that the very exaggeration itself is true, it is not 
an attack on but a defence of this “ Papal Encyclical on the Bible,” 
the essential purport of which is to encourage and stimulate these 
partly neglected studies. ‘‘ But why does not the Pope pronounce 
an infallible decree one way or the other ? ” Because the Pope has 
not had any of the divine attributes loaned out to him. The authov 
of the essay on the Pope’s Policy seems to imagine the doctrine of 
Papal Infallibility to mean that the Pope for the time being has 
nothing to do but to send for a secretary, to ascertain from him 
what is the usual beginning and end of an authoritative l^apal Bull, 
and fill in the middle with whatever comes into his head, with the 
result of pronouncing an infallible dogmatic declaration. Such a 
notion would be a mere music-hall skit on Catholic teaching. The 
doctrine of Papal Infallibility is, on the contrary, that Divine Provi- 
dence — ^which even average Christian men in merely private capacities 
acknowledge to supervise, as it were, the leading actions of their lives 
— ^prevents in one or other of the innumerable ways in which we are 
all prevented from doing things we thought of doing, a Pope from 
issuing, so as to bind the Church, a decree on faith or morals of which 
the punctum dcfinitionis is false. Is there doubt or perplexity whether 

* P. 683, after dilating on some other—he does not say what— letter or other docu- 
ment proceeding from the pen of the present Pope, in which, in the expression 
“ science of comparative history,” scientia seems to nave been generically and popu- 
larly translated by “ science.” • 
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a false or ambigaous decision has been formulated ? If so, the Holy 
See does not die. It can always exjdain itself. But, for the exercise 
of the prerogative it is required that the points in question should 
have been sifted out ; not necessarily sifted out to the satisfaction of 
outsiders who may possibly proceed on anti-Catholic or even* anti- 
Christian principles, but sufficiently discussed and elucidated on 
Catholic principles, for a decision, binding on all who hold those 
principles, equitably and properly to come forth. 

lii. 

The other principal reason of the assault is that one of ‘‘ the main 
propositions of the Encyclical is that the Bible is wholly free from 
all admixture of error, because error must spring from a human 
source, and all human sources are excluded by the doctrine that God 
is not merely the Inspirer but the Author of the Scriptures.*’ I 
quote our author’s account of it to correct a minor slip ; for the 
dogmatic formula that God is the Author of Holy Scripture bispirando, 
by inspiring it, does not of course deny the agency of human writers 
who were authors scrihendo, by writing it. But the ordinary Catholic 
teaching about inspiration is that these two authorships, so far from 
interfering or as it were colliding one with the other, were united 
together after the fashion of an incarnation ; so that on the one hand 
the human sacred writers had as much the use of the whole of their 
natural faculties as if they had been writing from themselves and 
without any inspiration whatever, and so that, on the other hand, God 
Himself would have written what they wrote had He appeared 
in the semblance and taken the place of each in turn. Hence 
differences of style and manner of expression, of theological, scientific, 
and historical and literary standpoint, of almost everything, in fact, 
in which differences can exist, according as God spoke in many 
declarations and in^many different ways by the prophets and by those 
who followed them. So, “ How crass,” says St. John Chrysostom in 
one of his sermons on the Hexaemeron, “ is the language of Holy 
Scripture ! How He accommodates Himself to those He is address- 
ing.” Phraseology which would have been impossible on the lips of 
the princely Isaiah, came with native pith and point from those of 
Amos, pastor, et riisticus, et ruborum mora disiringcns* Nor, passing 
fr^m words to knowledge, is it in the least necessary to imagine, nor, 
as far as I am aware, has any one ever supposed, that each sacred 
writer knew the whole providence of God ; but it was suflScient for 
him to know enough to deliver his own message and to perform his 
own work. The author of The Policy of the Pope ” thinks (pp. 
559, 600) he finds contradictions in the book of Amos, and draws 

* St. Jerome, Prologue GaUutus, 
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the conclusiou that the whole of it as it at present stands is not b^r 
the sahie hand. According to a Baraitha in the treatise Baba Bathra 
in the Babylonian Talmud, the books of the Minor Prophets, Amoa 
included, w^re “ written ” — by which is apparently meant were edited 
or redacted into their present form — by the men of the Great 
Synagogue ; and if this Baraitha is correct,* mistakes may have been 
made in the arrangement of MSS., a prophetic fragment by one 
author may have been tacked on without a separate heading to a 
prophecy by another, or declarations made by the same prophet at 
different times and under different circumstances may have been made 
to follow on without giving notice of the distinction. “ There is no 
contradiction between any two things the sacred authors delivered,’^ 
is not, the Holy Father expressly lays down in the Encyclical, to be 
confounded with “ there is no contradiction between any two things 
contained in our Bibles ” : not only because what we call “ our 
Bibles” are only 'versions of the Bible, by far the greater part of 
English-speaking people being unable to read a word of the Bible 
itself ; but also because the Hebrew, Aramaic, and Greek texts as 
they at present stand even in the best editions, have, as almost every- 
body is aware, suffered from reiterated retranscription, more especially 
in the earlier books, which ccvtcvis imrihus have been more frequently 
transcribed. Nor is it barely a question of the accidental errors of 
copyists. It is also one of revising and re-editing under conditions 
of which we are in the main ignorant, and on principles which 
we can only conjecture. The variants in the Hebrew Bibles are 
far fewer than would have been the case had there not been a 
later recension by the Babbis — a recension no doubt conscientiously 
made, for they venerated every letter of Holy Scripture ; but not for 
that reason a recension altogether trustworthy. How extensive the 
differences are in the Old Testament may be seen by comparing the 
Septuagint, not only of the books of Samuel, but to take better 
examples, of those of Kings and Jeremiah, with the same books as 
represented in theDouai or in King James's, or the Revised Version, 
which are based upon the Hebrew. In topics of this order, though 
not in the spirit of antagonism to the written and the unwritten Word 
of God in which he treats them, the author, though he does not let 
it be perceived, again has the Pope on his side. Besides, prophecies 
of temporal blessings or calamities, whether to Judah, to Israel, or 
to outside nations, were in the nature of the case conditional on 
obedience or disobedience, and (as we see from, for example, the 
book of Jonah) have from Old Testament times been regllrded as 
being so. 

Even where the above principles do not apply, there are numerous 
whole classes of instances where divergences may be admitted with- 
* If it is not correct they were collected later, so that the argument is the same. 
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out trenching on the plenary inspiration of the sacred authors and 
consequently on the teaching of the Encyclical. In the first place, 
the Bible is not a secular revelation either of art, or science, or any- 
thing else ; but these outside subjects were taken as, they stood at 
the time the several books and parts of books were written * An 
excellent example — that of the hare and the hyrax being incidentally 
mentioned as chewing the cud, and their flesh being prohibited, not 
on that account, but because they do not divide the hoof — is related 
by the author, not, however, as an example, but as if it were a diffi- 
culty. To chew the cud is, physiologically speaking, to eructate the food 
after it has been soaked in one division of the stomach and made into 
little pellets in another, to chew these pellets again, and swallow 
them down into a third division of the stomach, from which they pass 
into a fourth, where the pulp thus prepared is digested. Now hares 
do not chew the cud in this sense. They belong to the zoological 
“ order ” of rodents, to which mice, rats, beavers, and squirrels also 
appertain ; and rodents have, like the “ coney ” or hyrax mentioned 
along with the hare, incisor or front teeth which continue to grow 
during the whole of the animal’s life and have to be kept down by 
grinding something or other against them. Hence it is that animals 
of this order ” often gnaw substances which are not edible ; and 
if from age, weakness, laziness, or fracture of the opposite tooth, they 
do not do this sufficiently, the incisors (as may occasionally be seen 
in old rats) grow into tusks which impede the taking of food. 
Eodents usually support themselves on hard food — squirrels, for 
instance, on nuts. But hares, which consume the shoots and soft 
parts of grasses and other plants, are an exception ; and, as I know 
from personal observation, they keep down their incisors by grinding 
them together when they are not eating, though they often then have 
food still in the mouth. They therefore present every appearance 
of chewing the cud, and Linnaeus, in fact, imagined that they do so ; 
though they certainly do not chew the cud in the same sense as oxen 

* “ The sacred writers, or to speak more accurately, the Holy Ghost, who spoke by 
them, did not intend,” explains the very document our author is assailing, “to 
teach men these things (that is to say, the essential nature of the things of the visible 
universe), things in no way profitable to salvation. Hence they did not seek to pene- 
trate the secrets of nature, but rather described and dealt with the objects of which 
they spoke in more or less figurative language, or in terms which were commonly used 
at the time, and which in many instances are in daily use at this date, even by the 
most eminent men of science. Ordinary speech primarily and properly describes what 

comes under the senses ; and somewhat in the same way the sacred writers as the 

Angelic Doctor [St. Thomas of Aquino] also reminds us— went by what to the senses 
appeared, or put down what God, speaking to men, signified, in the way men could 
understand and were accustomed to. The unshrinking defence of Holy Scripture, 
how(E^e^, does not require that wc should equally uphold all the opinions which each 
of the leathers or the more recent interpreters have put forth in explaining it j for it 
may be that, in commenting on passages where physical matters occur, they have 
sometimes expressed the ideas of their own times, and thus made statements which in 

these days have been abandoned as incorrect The principles here laid down 

will apply to cognate sciences [sdentiaa, branches of knowledge], and especially to 
history.” 
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and the other animals classed by him and other naturalists as 
ruminants, and though they never, perhaps, eructate the food they 
grind up between their teeth, but only move it forwards from the back 
of the mouth. Lex ex iis quee videntar pronuntiat ; and the Mosaic 
law clfisses hares and conies as ruminants^ as the law of England 
ranks whales and porpoises as fish. 

Then, again, the character of the rhetoric of Holy Scripture has to 
be taken into account, and the way in which this is affected by the 
Oriental character of those who were addressed, and by the genius of 
the Hebrew language. And, again, the Bible is the record of a pro- 
gressive revelation in faith and morals, starting from Paganism,* and 
going on to apostolic Christianity. Old-world David might say much 
that could not rightly be said by us. And, obviously, we have to 
examine what the sacred writers really intended to do. Sometimes 
(eg.f Ps. cxvi. 11) they recite what they had previously said or felt, 
not as organs of inspiration, but simply as human beings. Sometimes 
they quote, and when one quotes, one commits oneself to the substance 
of what was said being accurately given, but by no means as a matter 
of course to the truth of what the quotation asserts or denies. Very 
often they compile, and, as may be seen by comparing Kings with 
Chronicles, they do so without the slightest attempt at concealment 
or disguise; and if the author of “The Policy of the l^ope,” or any- 
body else, were to compile a book about the history of England by 
making extracts from different historians, and gave a Cavalier and a 
Roundhead account of the Great Rebellion, and a Whig and a Tory 
account of the Revolution, he would, I imagine, be justly indignant 
if silly creatures, who were accepted as “ Higher ” critics without 
having an inkling of the art of criticism, persuaded a too gullible 
public that he continually contradicted himself. So, to take another 
class of facts, numbers must be expected to be used Orientally. All 
those seventies and forties, for example — as where Absalom is said 
to have rebelled against David for forty years — cannot possibly be 
meant numerically. 


iv. 

The theory of Plenary Inspiration, then, is that there is a human 
element t in the Bible, and that it was pre-calculated for by the 
Divine. The horses that were chosen were those which it was known 
would obey the charioteer. Or, to take the metaphor from the vision 
in the first chapter of Ezekiel, “ whithersoever the spirit was to go, 

* “Your fathers dwelt of old time beyond the river, even Terah, the father of 
Abraham, and the father of Nahor ; and they served bther gods ” (Jos. xxiv. 2). The 
pre-Abrahamic traditions must therefore have traversed a period of Paganism, and 
they were afterwards put down with only absolutely necessary changes of language. 

t We ought rather to speak of human e'ements. There arc as many as there were 
writers. 
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they went ” ; so that there is no distinction between the course into 
which the reins guided them, and that which they took. With this 
is contrasted the theory of partial inspiration, according to which the 
guidance was incomplete, and the steeds rebellious. Scynetimes this 
second theory is put in this way : “ The sacred writers made mistakes 
in chronology, in secular science, in history, but they did not do so 
in matters of faith and morals.^' But that is only a paper theory. In 
the history of religion there is not a line which tells of its achieve- 
ments. The connection of the faith and morals with the history, 
science, and so on, is so close that, however an individual theologian 
or a theological school may begin, the end uniformly is that either 
the principle of reserve, which is that of the Encyclical, or the 
principle of mistakes, which is that of the partial inspiration theory, 
is applied to both alike. The principle of St. Augustine, which the 
author honours with a few passing sneers, is the old and wise one of 
weighing the evidence, and the case of Galileo may serve as a 
reminder that to fight may involve the risk of being beaten ; but no 
campaign was ever won on the system of military tactics which con- 
sists in deserting every post from which the enemy is visible. Those 
who defend the Bible walk in the teeth of a storm, and have to throw 
themselves against the wind in order to keep their balance. But the 
theory of partial inspiration destroys the authority of Holy Scripture, 
by leaving it open to any one who meets with anything he does not 
like, to say, Oh, this is not one of the best passages ; the sacred 
author was not inspired here.*’ Nowadays we want short and com- 
prehensive answers to everything. But if replies could be given one by 
one to each of the innumerable diflSculties of detail which can be 
urged on the Bible history, only the modernness of the Old Testament 
would be proved. In an age of M Dieu ni maUre and of the man in 
the street, the Zeitgeist is in favour of partial inspiration, and weak- 
minded or indolent people are inclined to sail with the stream. But, 
nl)i fortiter insistitur^ tu fortius obsla. 

“ We find,’^ says the author of “ The Policy of the Pope,^* “ many 
contradictions in the Bible on secondary matters.” Of the kind’ of 
seeking which results in this finding, I shall in a moment have some- 
thing to say. First, however, let it be remarked that on “ secondary 
matters the use of the partial inspiration theory always begins. 
As long as it is employed only on trifles, such as whether St. Paul 
left his cloak at Troas with Carpus, or elsewhere with some other 
person, it is as incapable of doing harm as it is of being of any real 
utility, not because it is in itself innocuous, but because it is applied 
to trifles alone. But taking to it is like taking to drink ; after it has 
been practised a while on minutiae, it is carried farther ; anJ once 
thoroughly alight it is ready to bum the house down. ‘‘ Jahveh,*^ 
proceeds the author, “ does not know exactly what is going on at the 
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Tower of Babel, or what wicked li^es the men of Sodom are leading, 
until he hks visited them in person and inquired into their doings on 
the spot/^ The Monotheism of the Prophets was new-fangled, though 
they were “ utterly unconscious of the all-important element of 
novelty and “ Jahveh himself confessed at last that he had 
formerly lent his name to the very imperfect religious system he 
would new no longer tolerate : ‘ I gave them also statutes that were 
not good, and judgments whereby they should not live ; and I polluted 
them in their own gifts, in that they caused to pass through the fire 
all that openeth the womb.’ ” * Are these semidarij matters ? And 
if the Bible is of such a character as is implied by the above declara- 
tions and others which accompany them, why should the public trouble 
its mind about it ? The truth is, the Higher Critics ” of the 
Extreme Left are organisms parasitic on the Bible. When a tuber- 
culous patient dies his bacilli die with him ; and if it really collapsed, 
their occupation would be gone. Their criticisms would excite no 
more general interest than the similar criticisms about the Iliad 
and the Odyssey. 

I shall conclude by some observations on objections not already 
noticed. These refer to names, numbers, and a few outside matters. 


V. 

As to proper names, whether of places or of persons, their super- 
ficial form is the slightest and most fugacious foundation on which to 
raise an argument or a difficulty. Names and numbers have no 
sense,” or, at least, have none likely to strike a succession of rapidly 
writing copyists. The scribe cannot steady himself by his general 
knowledge, or by the context ; and, in addition to the mistakes in 
transcription which necessarily hence arise, not only may the same 
person, or place, have borne different names at different times or in 
the mouths of different speakers, but there may have been choice of 
synonyms at the same time and even from the same lips. The proper 
name, in fact — the uniform designation, such as Charles Smith or 
Henry Brown — which we use as a mere label irrespective of the 

* Ez. XX. 2o, 26 ; “Gave them i.c., as may be seen from the context, gave them 
up, or abandoned them to — “that I miglit make them desolate, to the end that they 
might know I am the Lord,” by realising the veritable character of the Moloch worship 
which was the alternative to the service of God, The prophet had previously said ; 
“ I gave them my statutes and showed them my judgments, which if a man do, he 
shall live by them,” but, he goes on, they rebelled, &c. Nothing certainly was farther 
from Ezechiel’s mind than to say that the Baal worship which was brought upon 
them as a punishment was, as the almost incredible levity of the author represents 
him to say, a prior divine legislation succeeded by the “My judgments, which if a 
man do, he shall live by them ” of verse 11. As to the Monotheism of the Prophets, 
anti-historical criticism is naturally inclined to judge of the East by the West, and of 
the old world by the change and hurry of modern life ; but if we reflect on the im- 
movableness of the Eastern world and the enormous power of tradition, it will not 
seem too much to say that the utter unconsciousness of the prophets that their 
doctrine was novel is an irrefragable argument of its antiquity. 
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•etymology and tbe original meaning of the words composing it — is a 
comparatively modern invention. The old names are appellatives. 
They are sach as blessed,” “ black,” “ butcher,” “ beloved,” Iwo or 
more of which might be given to the same individual. Where, as in 
the case of Abraham or David, the owner of the name was Veil known, 
some one of his many designations would be likely to overcoma the 
others, and to stick to him ; but it would be likely to be otherwise 
with obscure and rarely mentioned individuals, scraps of whose names 
would crop up here and there. Taking, then, the author s arguments 
from names in the order in which the correlative passages are read in 
the Bible, the first is drawn from divergences as to the names of the 
wives of Esau (who is also called Edom, by the way, as Abraham is 
called Abram ; Jacob, Israel ; Simon, Peter ; Pul, Tiglath Pileser ; 
and so on), who is said (Gen. xxvi. 34) to have taken to wife, when he 
was forty years old, “ Judith the daughter of Beeri the Jlittite, and 
Basemath (or Basmath) the daughter of Elon the Hittite.” The next 
we hear of him is that he took unto the wives which he had, 
Mahalath, the daughter of Ishmael, Abraham’s son, the sister of 
Nebaioth, to be his wife” (Gen, xxviii. 9). And then thirdly, in 
the account of the three lines of the descendants of Esau 
(Gen. xxxvi. 2, 3, where the women are presumably spoken of no 
longer by their maiden names, .but as wives and mothers of children), 
we are told that Esau took his wives of the daughters of Canaan : 
Adah the daughter of Elon the Hittite, and Oholibamah the daughter 
of Anah, the daughter ” (or rather, as the Septuagint has it, the son) of 
Zibeon the Hivite,” or villager ; “ and Basemath, Ishmael’s daughter, 
sister to Nabaioth,” At sea even as to the general bearings of his 
selected instance, the author of ‘‘ The Policy of the Pope ” here intro- 
duces a series of jokes, winding up with the story of the man who went 
mad on discovering that having rashly married the daughter of his son s 
wife, he became, in consequence, his son’s son-in-law and his son’s grand- 
father. “ The sources,” he says, contradict each other ; and yet accord- 
ing to the critics the passages are all from the same source.” The 
names are appellatives, and their interchange testifies to the antiquity of 
the source of the three passages. Judith (the feminine of Judah, him 
whom his brethren would praise, Gen. xlix. 8) means simply praised or 
to be praised ; Oholibamah seems to signify “ My tent is pitched on 
a high place,” from *ohoH, my tent, and hamah {cf. Ez. xxiii. 4). 
Her father Anah is said (Gen. xxxvi. 24) to have found hot springs in 
the wilderness, and Beeri, the name given to him in Gen. xxvi. means 
“ My spring,” or “ The spring is mine.” Basmath and Adah, the 
two names of the daughter of Elon, “ The high or mighty one,” are 
also descriptive, the first signifying ** The fragrant, balsamic,” and 
the second (with, like Oholibamah, a suggestion of appropriation), “ a 
jewel,” or more generically, something with which one adorns oneself. 
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Mahalath, the name of IshmaeVa daughter in Gen. xxviii. 9, denotes a 
zither or sistrum ; * nor was there anything extraordinary in Mahalath 
taking on her marriage the name Basmath, if an earlier wife, perhaps 
dead by that time, had previously been called by it. Finally, names 
which are simple epithets are still common in the East, and fre- 
quently^ (if not as a rule, cliardin) women receive new names on being 
married. In later times no interest would have been felt in the 
names of Esau’s wives ; and if they had been given at all they would 
at least have been harmonised. 

The second difficulty, less artificial than the preceding, is taken 
from Aaron, the brother of Moses and the first high-priest of the 
Jews, being in one set of passages (Nam. xx. 22-29, P. ; xxxiii. 38, P. ; 
Deut. xxxii. 50, l\) said to have died (and, by implication, to have 
been buried) on Mount Hor, and in another passage (Deut. x. G, 7, 
a fragment from an uncertain source,” Eeuss) to have died and been 
buried in Mosera — no doubt the same place or district as Moseroth, 
one of the forty places of encampment catalogued in Nnm. xxxiii. 
That the Jews, whether in Judaea or in Egypt, saw no even seeming 
contradiction between the two accounts, is manifest from their appear- 
ing without gloss or comment both in the Hebrew and in the 
Septuagint Bibles ; though the Samaritans, who lived farther north, 
thought they needed reconciling, and altered Deut. x. 6, so as to 
bring it into superficial accordance with the three other passages. 
Living thousands of years later, we are ignorant of the exact position 
of most of the stations in the wilderness. But Mount Ilor is an 
exception. It is almost universally believed to be the Jolel Knhi 
Ilarun^ a western outlier of the Mountains of Seir, which run almost 
north and south between the eastern fork of the Bed Sea and the 
southern extremity of the Dead Sea. West of this range, and parallel 
with it, lies the Wady-ii-Arabah, with the wilderness of Zin and 
Kadesh toward the north and west, and the harbour of Ezion-(ieber, 
on the Bed Sea, to the south. Now, on examining the list of 
encampments — Hashmonah, Moseroth, Bene-Jaakin, Hor-hag-gigdad, 
Jotbatha, &c. — in Num. ^xxxiii. 30-35, it will be seen that, in the 
route described, the Israelites were moving from one to another 
down the Arabah southward, till they reached the sea at Ezion-Geber. 
They would thus pass Mount Hor on their left ; and the mistake of 
the Samaritans seems to have been that they imagined the journey to 
have been continued onward, in which case Mount Hor would havo 
had to lie farther on in the same direction. We read, however, in 
Num. xxxiii. 36, that at Ezion-Geber they turned round, and w^nt 
northward to “ the wilderness of Zhi, which is Kadesh,” and thence 
sent the message to the King of Edom, asking permission to pass 
through Idumma, which alone lay between them and Palestine. Hia 

* iSiatrum irruptum^ virgo Intacta^ 
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refusal compelled them again to march to the (Julf of Akaba, and 
they journeyed from Kadesh and pitched in Mount Hor/^* in th-o 
vicinity of the mountain, and not, of course, on the peak itself. Ths 
stations of this last journey down the Arabah which are mentioned 
in Deut. x. 6, 7, are the wells of the children* of Jaachin, Mosera, 
“ where Aaron died and was buried,’' fiudgoda (evidently theT same 
as Ilor-hag-gidgad), and Jobath (or Jotbatha). From the nature of 
the case, these must have been localities in the Arabah. They have 
not as yet been identified, but it is mere perversity to assert that 
Mosera, where — x.r., in the neighbourhood of which, for his cairn 
could not have been raised within the encampment itself — Aaron died 
and was buried, was not in the vicinity of Mount Hor.T 

“ Let us take another instance. In Chronicles (IL xxi. 12) wc 
read that the prophet Elijah forwarded a letter to Jehoram, son oi 
Jehosaphat and king of Judah, while the inspired book of Kings in- 
forms us that Elijah had left this world before Jehosaphat died and 
his son Jehoram could have become king of Judah." Not in the 
least ; the expression in Chronicles is that ‘‘ there came a writing to 
him from Elijah the prophet,” which might have been written before 
his death, and sent afterwards when the occasion arose, and rJehoram 
was associated with Jehosaphat on the throne while his father was 
still living.J ‘‘The storming of Satnaria by Sargon in 722 B.c. is ascribed 
by the book of Kings to Salmanasar, who was mouldering in his grave 
at the time.” This is equally inaccurate. Shalmaneser, the prede- 
cessor of Sargon on the throne of Assyria, made an expedition into 
the west, and besieged Samaria, but died or was murdered in the 
second year of the siege. Sargon, whom Mr. Sayce The Higher 
Criticism and the Monuments,” p. 417 ; cy*. Schrader’s “ Keilinschriften," 
Giessen, 1883, p. 271) thinks may bo the Jareb of llosea, v. 13, usurped 
the throne, taking the names of Sarukinu, the established, appointed, or 


* Niim. xxxiii. 37. C/. xx, 12-22 ; Deut. i. 4G ; ii. 8. On reaohin- E/.:on -Gober the: 

turned to the north-east, along tlie eastern side of the Mountains of Seir, and throuch 
Moabitis to the Jordan. 

t Ihe Hebrews would, of course, move, not in a straight line, but accordin;^ as 
water and pastujage were to be found, and found unoccupied. Jaachin is mentioned 
in Gen. XXX VI. 27, as’ a son of Ezer (one of the chiefs of the llontes; and grandson oi 
Moserah, or Moserotli, nothing is known except that tbs name means bonds 
or tetters. Ihe prefix llor, in Hor-hag-gidgad, is also connected by Aug. Dillmann 
w j Numbers) with the llorite country, and in ilobinson’s map c. 

Wady Ghudaghidh is shown on the west side of the Arabali, a little north of Mount 
llor. Jotbatha the good, excellent) is stated to have abounded with water-streams • 
^ ^ season of many places in the Arabah. 

. eighteenth year of Jehosaphat was also the second year of Jehoram fIV Til ^ 
and the former was still king when the latter began to reign 
(yiii. 16). The last recorded public act of Elijah’s ministry was his message to A-naziab 
^ his last illness ; “ Thou shalt not come down from that bed on 

which thou art gone up but shall surely die So he died;” and his successor 

f Jehoram, the son of Jehosaphat. king r.: 

Judah.” Ihe first recorded act of tlie separate public ministry of EliSiaw"^ in p 
subsequent (.IV [11^ Kings iii. 2, 3), though undated, campaign against the Moabites. 
« IS, therefore, ^rfectly gratuitous to say that Elijah left this world before Jehoran 
became king of Judah. 
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predestined king, and Sarukin, {Lc., Ashur, the god of Assyria) 
has appointed the king.” Sargon in his annals attributes to himself 
the actual capture of Samaria. What the book of Kings says is that 
Shalmaneser came up against Samaria, and besieged it ; and at the 

end of three years they,” the Assyrians, “ took it And the 

king of^ Assyria ” (without saying what king, whether Shalmeneser 
or his successor) carried away Israel into Assyria.” * “ But,” insists 

the author of “ The Policy of the Pope,” “ the book of Tobias affirms 
that Sennacherib was the son and successor of Shalmaneser,” omitting 
Sargon. This turns on a various reading, for while the Latin text 
(Tob. i. 18) has Salmanasar, the (Jreek has Enemessar, which Oppert 
conjectured might stand for Anu-masir, Anu is gracious ; ” or it 
may be equivalent to Ennam- Ashur, “ He whom Ashur oracularly 
designated,” from the Assyrian ennam ^ an oracular response or decree 
{Fried, Delitzsch, Ass. Gram,” in Petermann and Strack’s Series, 
1889, pp. 29 and 44 *), and Ashur. In this last case it would be a 
synonym for Sargon, whose lack of hereditary right presumably im- 
pelled him to pretend a divine appointment, and to take tlie name of 
the older Sargon of Akkad. The familiar Salmanasar was more likely 
to be substituted for Enemessar by a copyist acting on the supposition 
that this last was a corruption of the text, than Enemassar was to 
grow out of Shalmaneser by accidentally omitting the 1, accidentally 
transposing the m and the n, omitting the initial sibilant, and thus 
accidentally arriving at a synonym for Sargon. Sargon was succeeded 
by Sennacherib, who, after his disaster at Jachish, “ returned to 
Nineveh, and dwelt there ” (IV. [II.] Kings xix, 3G) for a length of 
time unspecified in J loly Scripture, t till he was murdered by two of 
his sons, the third, his favourite son, succeeding him. 

The book of Judith, according to our author, declares that Nebu- 
chadnezzar reigned at Nineveh at a time when the Assyrian empire 
entertained continued relations with the kingdom of Judah ; the book 
of Baruch (i. 11) calls Belshazzar NebuchadnezzaFs son and heir; 
and the book of Daniel ridiculously makes Nebuchadnezzar say that 
Daniers name was changed to Belteshazzar, according to the name 
of my God ” — i.c., Bel. But is it conceivable that the Nebuchad- 
nezzar king of Nineveh in Judith, in whose time the temple is repre- 
sented as still standing, and, though there was no king, a Jewish 

* This, comments Mr. Kayce (p. 420), shows how scrupulous was the compiler of the 
book of Kings “ to reproduce his authorities just as he found them. They spoke only 
of * the king of Assyria,’ without specifying his name ; the compiler has done the 
same. It may be fiucstioncd whether many modern historians would have been equall}' 
reticent and exact. The temptation to conclude that ‘the king of Assyria’ who 
finished the siege of Samaria was identical with the ope who commenced it would have 
been too strong for most of them, and wc should have been told that Shalmaneser took 
Samaria, and carried Israel away.” 

+ In Tobit i. 20, 21 [Greek text], the immediate terminus a quo of the fifty [?] days 
islthe confiscation of Tobit's goods. About the length of the period there are various 
readings. 
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population was still gathered round Jerusalem (Judith iv,, &c.), refers 
to Nebuchadnezzar king of Babylon^ by whom every Jewish •man, 
woman, and child, down to the present day, knows that Jerusalem 
was destroyed, the temple burnt, and the people taken a,way into 
captivity ? If this were the case it would be a warning, placed by 
the author at the beginning of his book, that, as Oppert supposed, it 
was intended to be read as a parable. Though familiar to us only 
in connection with the destroyer of Jerusalem, Nebuchadnezzar or 
{the n standing for an earlier r, from which it is almost indistin- 
guishable in the Eastern Aramaic inscriptions) Nebuchadrezzar — 
Nabu-chudiiru-utsur, Nebo, preserve the chuduru," was a name 
of at least three other known monarchs — of a Chaldccan who reigned 
in Babylon about n.c. 1150, the first mentioned after an Assyrian 
dynasty ; of another Babylonian Sovereign who was also called IJras- 
chuduru-utsur ; and of Bilu-chuduru-utsur, an Assyrian king of 
Ji.o. 1225. It may have been a name of others, and in particular of 
builder and restorer, the Babylonian edifices made of sun- 
burnt bricks needing frequent repairs. Its meaning depends on that 
of “ chuduru,’^ which is usually translated crown.*^ But the Baby- 
lonian, Assyrian, and Persian kings did not wear crowns in our 
meaning of the word, but stiff caps* or ‘‘ tiaras ” ; and according to 
Friedrich Delitzsch (F. D. and*S. Baer, “Libri Danielis, Ezree et 
Nehemiao,” Lepsiao, 1882), chuduru” signified ‘‘ a felt cap, or helmet- 
like covering for the head, resembling a tiara, such as was worn by 
slaves who were employed as labourers, to enable them to carry 
burdens more easily, and to protect them from the sun’s heat.’^ 
Delitzsch sees in the giving of the name to the Nebuchadnezzar 
^yccUeucc^ an allusion to the restoration of Babylon in which Nabo- 
polassar his father was engaged when he bestowed it on his son. 
Lsarhaddon, another of whose names was Assur-ebil-mucin-pal 
(Budge, “ Esarhaddon,” p. 2), may likewise have been called Nebu- 
chadnezzar, for in his father’s lifetime he was made regent or sub- 
king of Babylon, and was one of the great restorers of that city. 
“ The special work which signalises him more than all his warlike 
enterprises, though these were in no way inferior to those of his pre- 
decessors, was the restoration of Babylon, and the reinstatement of 
the ancient city of Bel in her former rights. The command to rebuild 
the temple of Bel was one of the first acts of the government 
(Winckler, Geschichte Babyloniens und Assyriens,” Leipzig, 1892, 
p. 260). The state of things in Palestine described in the book of 
Judith is verified only in the reign of Esarhaddon, who carried 
Manasseh king of Judah into temporary captivity, but left the city 
and the temple standing. That the expedition of Holophernes or. 
Olophernes is not chronicled in the inscriptions is conformable to the 
general principle that unsuccessful expeditions— which would have 
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been regtarded as of evil omen — are mentioned only on occasion of 
their being avenged. 

And now to turn to Nebuchadnezzar, king of Babylon. He took 
Jerusalem n^c. 587, and dying in b.c. 5G2 at an advanced age, was 
succeeded by Evil-Merodacli, his son, according to the Greek writers, 
but detested on account of his debaucheries and incompetency. After 
a short reign of less than three years Evil-Merodach was murdered. 
Neriglissar, a Babylonian noble who had married a daughter of 
Nebuchadnezzar, ascended tho throne. He was followed, after a reign 
scarcely longer than that of his predecessor, by a king whom the 
Greeks denominated Labarosoarchod. Labarosoarchod is related to 
have been assassinated nine months afterwards. Nabonidus, a 
usurper, the last king of Babylon according to the Babylonian 
annalistic tablet discovered fourteen years ago by Mr. T. G. Pinches 
of the British Museum, then (b.c. 556) succeeded. How he came to 
do so is rather a puzzle, for ho was an antiquarian who spent his time 
grubbing up the foundations of the temples to obtain ancient records, 
while Belshazzar, his son, was the effective head of the military 
administration. Seventeen years later the empire was attacked by 
Cyrus, whose lieutenant Gobryas took Babylon on the 16th of 
Tammuz, B.c. 538, and Belshazzar died when he was probably about 
lifty-seven years old.*’* If this conclusion of Mr, Pinches is correct — 
and it is presumably founded on Babylonian contract tables or other 
documents — Belshazzar would have been of about thirteen years of 
age in H.c. 582, the fifth year of the Babylonian captivity and the 
date of Baruch i. 11. Belshazzar was not the son of Nebuchadnezzar. 
Our author is aware, he says, “ that some of our shifty apologists 
have suggested a heroic way out of the diflSculty . . . > that Nebu- 
chadnezzar was not exactly a relative of Belshazzar’s, but at least he 
was his distant predecessor.” It is difficult to discover what the 
motive of these unquestionably shifty critics could have been, inas- 
much as Canon Rawlinson (Herodotus, Essay viii. § 25) gave about 
a quarter of a century ago the very reasonable explanation that 
Nabonidus must, like his predecessor Neriglissar, have married a 
daughter of Nebuchadnezzar s, which would account both for his 
coming to the throne and for the general tenor of his conduct after- 
wards ; and though Belshazzar would not in that case be the son of 
Nebuchadnezzar in our modern and restricted application of the word 
“ son,” he would be his grandson, a meaning in which ‘‘ son ” is also 
used (r.^.jGen.xxix. 5 ; Ezra v. 1). The bad character of Evil-Merodach 
renders it not altogether unlikely that Nebuchadnezzar may have 
adopted him as his heir, though the words “ and heir ” are to be 


* T. G. Pinches, Ait. P>elshaz/.ari ** Dictionary of the Bible.” 1893. 
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found neither in the Greek nor in the Latin text of Baruch as far as 
I have consulted them * ^ • 

Of the name Belteshazzar, given to Daniel according to the name 
of Nebuchadnezzar’s god, two etymologies have been suggested. One 
is by Delitzsch and Sayce, Preserve his life,” when the name, begin- 
ning with the syllable Bel or Bal would contain merely a pun on the 
king’s favourite deity, Bel Merodach, Bel the preserver and restorer 
of life. The other is by Dr. P. W. Westcott, “ The Prince of Bel.” 
The first is unquestionably right, and is as unquestionably short for 
“Bel/’ i.e., Bel Merodach, “Preserve his life.” 

VI. 

The difficulties respecting numbers — the differences, for instance, 
between the figures in Kings and those in Chronicles, and the 22,273 
first-born a month old or upwards, among 003,550 males of twenty 
years of age or over — are still more instructive. As 003,550 is, in 
round numbers, twenty-seven times 22,273, the statements in the first 
three chapters of the Book of Numbers look at first sight as if they 
meant that for every twenty-seven adult males, there was only one 
tjldest son, even when all the male children down to those of only a 
month old who were eldest sons had been counted in to swell the 
numbers of the first-born. The disproportion is thus much greater 
than it seems, for there must have been males who were not eldest 
sons, and were under twenty years of age. If, then, roughly speak- 
ing, these were half as numerous as those who were over twenty, 
there would be only one eldest son among every forty living males. 
Female children, let us not forget, are as likely as those of the other 
sex ; so that an average household would comprise eighty living sons 
and daughters. Neither the genealogical lists, nor even a passing 
reference, to the dimensions of the tents which would be neces- 
sary, give as much as a hint of such extraordinary prolifickness ; nay, 
the numbers towards the end of the forty years’ wandering are stated 
(Numbers xxvi.) at a lower figure (601,730) than shortly after the 
beginning. Again, for there to be eighty children alive, a very much 
larger number — say, at a very moderate estimate, half as many more 
— would have to be born. The average father would be father of one 
hundred and twenty ; and the average father would include newly 
married men, and men who died shortly after marriage. If one had 

* Van Ess’s Septuagint, Lipsiae, 1824, and the Paris Quarto Vulgate, of 1837. 
Nor are they in the Douai version. A point not mentioned by the writer of the 
article in the Contemporaby but often brought forward, is that the Babylonian 
Chronicle (which was written after the accession of Cyrus, and in his interest) never 
gives the title of king to Belshazzar, who resisted Cyrus, but reserves it for 
Nabonidus, who, according to the Greek writers, made a composition with him and 
received a province. It^does not, however, follow that Daniel, who had been long an<i 
intimately associated with Nebuchadnezzar, would use the same terminology. 
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only one child^ some one else would have to have had at least two 
hundred and thirty-nine ; and families of five hundred or a thousand 
or two, must have occasionally occurred. Now, qui nimis probat nihil 
prohat ; when other features of the case — such as the duration of 
gestation-^are taken into account, it becomes obvious that this way 
of looking at the matter — and it is that of the author of The 
Policy of the Pope — is utterly preposterous. If the writer of the 
book of Numbers had meant such things as these, he could not be 
excused on the plea that, “ after all, perhaps he was not a family 
man.” It is impossible to believe in the existence of such a dolt as 
he would have bejen. 

The explanation is almost ridiculously simple. It is that tlie first- 
born are those born after the Exodus, a year or so before. 

VII. 

In Ijeviticus, urges our author, we read : ‘‘And if ye ofier a sacri- 
fice of peace-offerings unto the Lord, ye shall oflTer it at your own 
will. It shall be eaten on the same day ye offer it, and on the 
morrow (Lev. xix. 5, 6). And in another passage of the same 
book^Lev, xxii. 30) we find this very clear injunction regarding the 
very same peace-offerings : “On the same day it shall be eaten up ; 
ye shall leave none of it until the morrow.” The blunder is extra- 
ordinary. The two kinds of peace-offerings are distinguished by their 
titles, which he has omitted ; and the two laws are to be found 
together in Lev. vii. 11-21. The flesh, to be consumed on the same 
day, was that of the peace offering of thanksgiving, obligatory under 
certain circumstances ; the second was the votive or freewill peace- 
offering. 

From the standpoint of sensational effectiveness it is to be regretted 
that replies to objections are, if any serious attempt is made to render 
them really satisfactory, almost uniformly longer, and therefore to 
casual readers more tedious, than the objections themselves. But it 
cannot be helped ; not merely because in framing an answer one has 
also to say what it is an answer to, but also because objections are 
objections only on account of their overlooking points in the supplying 
of and insisting on which the reply essentially consists. From the 
nature of the case, moreover, the points in question are not those 
which are the most striking at first sight — for even a rapid objector 
would perceive these, would be warned off the ground by them, and 
would select some other passage to argue from — but are issues which 
are not obvious at first sight, and require at least a sentence or two of 
farther explanation. I shall conclude with this, that “ according to 
Exodus, Leviticus, and Numbers, ‘ Moses ^ enacted numerous laws 
regulating burnt-offerings and sacrifices, which laws we must ” — we 
must, he means, according to the Encyclical — “ believe to have been 
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inspired by God. And yet Jahveh himself, speaking through his 
prophet Jeremiah, declares most emphatically that he never gave any 
directions whatever about burnt-offerings and sacrifices.” Add your 
burnt offerings to your sacrifices, and eat fiesh. For I spake not 
unto your fathers, nor commanded them, in the day that I brought 
them out of the land of Egypt, concerning burnt offerings or sacri- 
fices : but this thing I commanded them, saying, Hearken unto my 
voice, and I will be your God, and ye shall be my people ; and walk 
ye in all the ways that I command you,” ^atsavveh, that I shall com- 
mand, or am in course of commanding, “that it may be well with you.”* 
But this is only Hosea’s, “ I desire mercy, and not sacrifice, and 
the knowledge of God more than burnt ofierings ; but they are as 
men who have transgressed the covenant (Hos. vi. 6). It was ad- 
dressed to hearers who thought that if they offered sacrifices, all was 
well, no matter what else they did ; and who offered them not only 
to Jehovah, but in the cruel and licentious worship of Baal and 
Aslitoreth besides (Jer. vii. 2-20). The two ideas were connected 
together ; for that ritual worship is everything is the very essence of 
heathenism. Ifoses, again, enacted laws about sacrifices and burnt 
offerings not only in Exodus, Leviticus, and Numbers, bift also in 
Deuteronomy (Deut. xii.—xiv. 19; xv. 21 ; xvii. 1), though not with 
the same detail, for the obvious reason that Deuteronomy was on the 
whole a popular exposition, addressed to the multitude at large, and 
appointed to be read to them every seven years (Deut. xxxi. 10, 11), 
while the books of Exodus, Leviticus, and Numbers were for tho 
most part a special Priestly Code, in the hands of the priests, instruct- 
ing them in the particulars, and even in minute particulars, of their 
official duties in the regulation of the service of the sanctuary, and 
in matters connected therewith. Our author may question whether 
this Priestly Code, and the Priestly history associated with it and 
dealing chiefly with the history of the sanctuary service and with 
genealogies which determined the status and precedence of those 
who came thither to worship, were in the hands of Jeremiah, who 
did not belong to the sacerdotal order ; but at least Deuteronomy, 
which (as we have just seen) also contains sacrificial precepts, must 
have been familiar to him. Indeed, he quotes either Deut. xiv. 12, 
or Ex. xxi. 2, xxiii. 10, E, in Jer. xxxiv. 13, 14, “I made a 
covenant with your fathers in the day that I brought them out of 

* Jer. vii. 21-23. The reference is to Exodus xix. 3-5, E, the introduction to tho 
La\|^ given from Sinai : “ And Moses went up unto God, and the Lord called to him 
out of the mountain, saying, Thus shalt thou say ... Ye have seen what I did to the 
Egyptians, and how I bare you on eagle’s wings, and brought you unto myself. Now, 
therefore, if ye will obey my voice indeed, and keep my covenant — tlie covenant 
which was about to be made — “ ye shall be a peculiar treasure unto me, more tl^n all 
[other] peoples (for all tho earth is mine) ; ye shall even be unto me a kingdom of 
priests, even a consecrated nation.” Thenfollow the ten commandments (Exodus xx). 
Sacrifices and bumt-olferings are spoken of later ; they were not the first enjoined and 
primary duties. 
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the land of Egypt.” The covenant here referred to relates to the 
releasing of slaves, which had just been re-enacted with the solemnity 
of a votive sacrifice, but was nevertheless presently disregarded 
Jer. xxxiv. J7-19). The prophet repeatedly refers (Jer. xxxi. 14, 
;:xxiii. 11) to sacrifices as normal and authorised parts of the 
Hebrew religion. It is incorrect, therefore, to say that Almighty 
God declared through Jeremiah that He never gave any directions 
whatever about sacrifices. The reader will have perceived from the 
ciuotation given that what is said is that He did not give such direc- 
tions in the day they were brought out of Egypt — ix , the sacrifices 
were secondary matters, and not the primary cause of their deliverance. 
This might be enounced even of the sacrifice of Calvary itself ; in 
which what was primarily in view was our redemption and sanctifica- 
tion. “ Ncqvx inim, KvangcUim propfer cruccin, ml et ipm i‘rux 
v/opfer Emngeliuni,” The expression translated “ concerning burnt 
offerings or sacrifices ” means rather “ on account of burnt offerings 
or sacrifices.” 

KoBEUT C1.AKK1;. 
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T he ruins of Finchale Abbey, on the river Wear, still remain to 
attest the sanctity of the north-country ascetic whose shrine it was 
in days of old. In his hot youth the saint, before he became a saint, 
was permitted by the grace of God (so runs the ancient legend) to see 
a vision of Hell. The sight transformed liis life. From that moment 
he abandoned his sins and endeavoured by the cruellest mortification 
of his body to testify to the sincerity of his repentance. When 
he had looked into Hell he saw that it was the Hell of Extremes. Side 
by side with the conventional blazing firry furnace there was a place 
of intense cold, full of thick-ribbed ice, and driving hail, and biting 
winds, so bitter that he could not say which was worse to bear, the 
tllell of Heat or the Hell of Cold. But ever afterwards he sought to 
inflict upon himself at Finchale some foretaste of the doom of the 
damned. In high noon in hottest summer he would lie blistering and 
scorched on the heated rocks. In midwinter he would sit up to the 
neck in a hole broken in the ice of the frozen Wear. And when the 
country folk would expostulate with him as he lay baking in the sun, 
he answered nothing but “ I have seen greater heat.’’ In like wise 
when in winter they adjured the saint to come out of his bath-hole 
in the^icy river, as the cold was too great for mortal man to boar, he 
would murmur, “I have seen greater cold.” 

This north-country tale comes back to me when I hear Englishmen 
groaning about our labour troubles. For I have been in the United 
States, and when I hear our labour men declaiming against the 
tyranny of capital, the despotism of employers, and the grievances 
inflicted upon workmen, I reply, with the saint of Finchale, I have 
seen greater tyranny.” So, in like manner, when employers denounce 
the violence of high-handed unionists and the unreasonableness of 
VOL. LXVI. E 
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strikers, I shrug my shoulders and reply, “I have seen worse 
violence.” For, as I have said, I have been in the United States, and 
in industrial matters our American kinsfolk are where we were forty 
or fifty years ago when rattening was the first word of an outlawed 
unionism and murder the ultimate argument against the blackleg. 
Whatf Shefiield was in the palmy days of Broadhead and Crookes, 
before the Royal Commission was appointed which revealed the 
secrets of a unionism resting upon the foundation of assassination 
— preached as a virtue and practised as a necessity — so Pittsburg is 
to-day, and when we say Pittsburg we say Chicago, Denver, or any 
other great industrial centre. Hence, when an Englishman returns 
from the United States to the worst strike region in the United 
Kingdom he is conscious of an immediate and unmistakable change 
for the better. Our diflSculties are bad enough, but they are as moon- 
light is to sunlight, as water is to wine, compared with the industrial 
feuds which rage on the other aide of the Atlantic. 

I can best illustrate this by briefly stringing together a few of the 
incidents of the labour war which has been raging for the last month 
or two in the coke and mining industries of America. As niy object 
is to describe the temper of the disputants rather than to discuss the 
merits of the dispute, I will not confuse the issue by details as to 
the points of difference between the parties Nothing is more mis- 
leading than the dissertations upon rates of wages in one country 
addressed to readers in another land, where no one knows anything 
about the purchasing value of the money discussed. It may be taken 
for granted in every case that the workers and their employers are at 
variance because they differ as to their respective shares of the profits 
of their industry. Times are bad in the United States ; the un- 
employed are numerous, and the employers, confronted by cut-throat 
competition between themselves, seek to cut prices by cutting wages. 
Against this the workmen rebel, and an industrial war ensues, which 
is called a -strike or a lock-out, according to the sympathies of the 
speaker. This may be taken for granted as the ordinary groundwork 
of all the disputes to which I am about to refer. A very interesting 
article might be written describing the points in dispute and the final 
settlement of the great strike in the bituminous coal trade, which 
began in April, paralysing the industry of nearly 200,000 miners, 
and a far greater number of others, whose work depend upon coal, 
but for that I have no space, nor would it be so useful, on. the 
whole, as the illustrations which I proceed to give of the mode in 
which industrial warfare is carried on in the land of Triumphant 
Democracy.” 

Here, for instance, is an episode culled from the newspapers, 
describing the strike in Mr. Carnegie’s country — ^the State founded 
by William Penn on principles of peace, brotherhood, and good-wilU 
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It is interesting in many ways. It shows the ordinary methods of 
compulsion employed by strikers, the means of resistance resorted to, 
and the results which follow. When the strike was declared, the 
men in several mines refused to join in the movement. They preferred 
to continue at work ; they had no quarrel with their em})loyers, and 
they went down the mines as usual. The strikers decided that they 
must be brought into line. This was effected by methods liardly 
distinguishable from those of civil war. 

The strikers organised a small Army of Intimidation, about oOO 
strong, at Uniontown, Pennsylvania. This army was as destitute of 
uniform and of discipline as the first tumultuary levies of the French 
Bevolution, but, like the sunH-calotfe^y it had grim resolve in its h^*art 
to use the \yeapons which it held in its hand. The Arn\y of Intimi- 
dation, operating from its base at Uniontown, had its plan of cam- 
paign, its leaders, and its arsenal. Its soldiers were armed not 
merely with clubs, according to the ancient tradition of all such irre- 
gular levies, but also with revolvers. With these they inarched fron: 
mine to mine to “ persuade the men at work to join the strike. Argu- 
ments as to the holy cause of the brothei’liood of labour, which might 
otherwise have fallen u])Ou deaf ears, became singularly persuasivi' 
when accompanied by the click of the revolver. The mere sound ot 
their approach sufficed in some cases to close tlie mines, the niiners 
flying to the open country to escape with their lives. In other places-, 
where they did not rightly appreciate the moral earnestness of th(‘ 
strikers, conviction was borne in upon them by clubbing. The Army 
had closed several mines in this way when the mine-owners thought it 
necessary to act on the defensive. As there are no police to speak 
of and no soldiers, the sheriff, to whom they appealed for protection, 
enrolled deputy sheriffs or, as we should say, special constables, and 
despatched them to protect life and property at the threatened mines. 
These deputies, armed with Winchester repeating rifles, garrisoned the 
mines. What followed bears a curious resemblance to thb skirmishes 
that marked the beginning of our civil war in the seventeenth century, 
when Itoundhead and Cavalier in turn made sallies upon each other’s 
strongholds, and either cai’ried the place by a sudden rush or were 
beaten off after an exchange of shots with a man or two killed or 
wounded. The Army of Intimidation on April 4 marched from Unioti- 
town to Fairchance, closing with violence all mines that lay on the 
line of march. Rainey’s mines, however, they were compelled to leave 
working as they were guarded by a strong detachment of deputies armed 
with Winchesters. At McClure’s works shots were exchanged, some of 
which slew a Hungarian in the intimidating army. Another intimi- 
dator was shot at the Donelly and Mayfield mines which were garri- 
soned by Englishmen. At the Davidson Mine, a little further on, 
the army was more successful. They looted the works, drove the 
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miners out, destroyed the engines and buildings. A shot was fired 
which efnraged the conquerors. Bent on vengeance, they dashed up 
the tip, where the chief-engineer Paddock was standing. Paddock 
tried to escape amid a fusillade of stones and bullets. He fell shot 
in the, back of the head. His pursuers pounded him with stones and 
clubs, and then to “ mak’ siccar/^ three of them carried the bleeding 
body to a window, and flung it out on to the ovens, forty feet below. 
The army then, glntted with vengeance and flushed with victory, 
evacuated the wrecked mine, and marched on. But the sensa- 
tional incident of the murder of chief-engineer Paddock succeeded 
in doing that most diBScult of all things, it roused phlegmatic and 
apathetic American sentiment. Telegrams announcing his death 
were despatched all over the district, and at Connellsville, where they 
possess a lock-up, conservative citizens began to talk lynch law.’’ 
They did more than talk. A body of citizens, armed with guns and 
revolvers, started in pursuit under the county detective, to avenge the 
death of Paddock. After a hot chase, they came up with the rear 
guard. A skirmish ensued, in which the Avengers shot two of the 
Intimidators dead, and took eleven of them prisoners, whom they 
brought back in triumph to the lock-up. Another batch of fifty- 
three were brought in later. ‘‘ A large crowd gathered and loud cries 
- went up for tlie blood of the captives.” But they were safely housed 
.in the lock-up. Thirty more were captured, and then the presi- 
dent of the Miners’ Association was arrested at Uniontown. Altogether 
150 men were placed under arrest. 

The Army of Intimidation was by no means intimidated. The 
.same telegram that reported the arrest of the miners’ president, 
added that 3000 strikers were on the march to the Moyer works. 
At Broadford, two strikers were killed and one fatally wounded, 
“ bringing the total to six men killed by bullets in one day.” At 
night the scene in the mining region resembled a seat of war. 
1500 strikeft, mostly Hungarians and Poles, encamped near Scottsdale, 
and through the night the blaze of a hundred camp fires marked the 
bivouac of the intimidating force. Rainey’s works, bristling with the 
Winchesters of determined deputies, were menaced by 1200 men ; but 
ultimately it was decided to place them under guard. At this time 
it was computed 10,000 men strikers were encamped for purposes 
of intimidation around the Rainey Mines. All this occurred in 
the early days of April, before the great coal strike had began. 
A month later, on May 4, another ugly outbreak occurred. At 
•the Painter Coke Works in Fayette Co., the strikers stormed the 
place, knocked down the engineer, beat him into insensibility with 
heavy clubs, and were on the point of cutting off his head with an 
axe when they were driven back by officials armed with Winchesters. 
A dozen men and women were wounded before the works were 
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cleared. Connellsville, the scene of the rally of conservative citizens 
a month before, was still in a disturbed state. The prompji action 
of the Coal Company in arming a large force with Winchesters 
somewhat discouraged the strikers, who, instead of attacking the 
works, contented themselves with marching backwards and forwards 
before the works displaying red flags. But although discouraged, the 
strikers were not cowed. On May 23, the Army of Intimidation 
was got together again in Uniontown, as may be seen from the 
following entry : 

Nine hundred miners started at midnight of the 23rd for Stickle Hollow 
to attack the Washington Coal and Coke Company's works. Several con- 
tingents joined them, making altpgether 2000 men with bands, guns, and clubs. 
Waited for the men to come up from the mines, and as they apjieared, they 
summoned them to quit work. As they were doing this, the deputies 
appeared from ambush behind a car, and poured a volley into the midst of 
the strikers. They fled, but were pursued by continuous volleys from the 
deputies, who numbered seventy-live. Five strikers were shot dead, and 
several wounded. Deputies say the strikers also fired. 

At Fairchance the Frick Company have manned their pit with armed 
deputies." 

In such fashion, in the Pennsylvanian coke region in the year of 
grace 1894, do employers and employed seek to adjust their 
differences. • 

It will be said, and with justice, that the Pennsylvania coke district 
has been stuffed with foreign immigrants, and that it is unfair to refer 
to this strike as a typical American labour dispute. It is no doubt true 
that the most of the intimidatory armies of Pennsylvania were Hun- 
garians or Huns, as the Americans style them, and Poles. The 
American Protectionist of those parts, having secured a heavy duty on 
all imported goods by pretending that a high tariff was necessary to 
enable him to pay high wages to American labour, no sooner secured 
his tariff than he imported thousands of Huns and Poles, on whom 
there was no import duty, in order to undersell the American work- 
man. Hence the presence of these foreign elements which undoubt- 
edly contribute considerably to the bitterness of the industrial war. 
An ugly illustration of this occurred at Detroit in April. A wages 
dispute between the Detroit municipality and their workmen led to 
an attack by 700 Poles upon the sheriff and his deputies, which 
resulted in the killing of two men and the wounding of fifteen others. 
The sheriff himself was almost killed. He was knocked down and 
hewed at with pick and shovel on his head and body. An artery in 
the leg was severed, and he was not expected to live. But although 
it would be a mistake to debit all the outrages to the foreigner’s 
account, there is no doubt that he is always an element of danger. 
This comes out very clearly in the history of the great coal strike, 
which was declared on April 11. ^ 
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The struggle in the bituminous coal trade attained the dimensions 
of a national dispute. The States involved were sixteen in number, 
but the chief seats of the strike were in Illinois, Ohio, Indiana, 
Pennsylvania, and West Virginia. Of 189,000 miners 178,000 came 
out on strike, 'Voluntarily or otherwise. The Union ordered a universal 
strike. ‘Mines that were working at Union rates were laid idle equally 
with those where reductions had been made. “The fight for living 
wages is a general fight, and no local settlements will be authorised 
or recognised,” was the dictum of President McBride. Until a general 
settlement has been declared, “ coal must not be loaded at any price, 
or for any imrjiose.” Naturally many miners who were working at 
Union rates did not see the sense of coming out. Hence the necessity 
for the tactics which were employed, and very generally employed, to 
enforce obedience to the orders of the Union. The following are a 
few of the incidents in the course of this strike extracted from a 
diary compiled from the Chicarfo Herald : 

“ April 23. — Mob of 1500 miners marched to La Salle, 111., to prevent the 
miners working. A riot ensued. Most of the men carried revolvers, 
:3tilettoes, and daggers. 

Two hundred miners crossed over into Western Virginia from Ohio, and 
forcibly took the men from the pits. 

“ April 2G. — Acting-Governor Gill ordered out five companies of the 
(Chicago Militia to be in readiness to protect the mines. The miners march- 
ing on La Salle had seven brass bands, a drum and fife corps, and seven 
commissary waggons. 1 00 teams of people followed them, making a pro- 
ce.ssion three miles long. 

April 27. — 3000 miners, chiefly foreigners, marched into Teluka, 111., 
carrying pistols and clubs, and armed with dynamite bombs. They came in 
six divisions of 500 men each. The coloured miners work ; the Unions do 
not protect the blacks, who arc denied admission to the Unions, The miners 
were persuaded away from Teluka. 

“ May 3. — Mesaba Iron Company, fifty-eight, mostly Finns, secured ex- 
plosives, with the avowed purpose of blowing up people in Virginia, Minn., 
and the neighbourhood. 

At Peoria, III., 000 miners, armed with clubs, and followed by twenty- 
five carriages, compelled several mines to close. 

“ Finns ugly at Virginia, Minn. lUOO sti'ikers met the regular troops, 
w'ho had been called out, at the depot. 

May 5. — Strikers shot by Marshal Free at Mountain Iron, Minn. 
Tw'enty minutes after the Marshal left the town a mob of 500 strong, 
arm^d with crowbars, axes, Winchesters, and ropes, took possession of the 
place. 

jMay G. — The Coal Company at fc>tanton. 111., received a consignment of 
arms. A fence built round the collieries, and other fortifications made in 
anticipation of trouble. 

May 7. — At J^irmingham, Alabama, 200 strikers went to Price’s mine. 
Put dynamite under the boiler and engines, and blew them up, then destroyed 
the property of the mining company. They then marched on, blowing up a 
car loaded with timber on their way. They let the other cars down a hill, 
and wrecked them. 

“ May 11. — The strikers at Pana, 111., broke into the powder house, filled 
sections of the'gas-pipe with j^owder, and then, exploded it under the windows 



INCIDENTS OF LABOUR WAR IN AMERICA. 11 


of the working miners. Notices, ‘ If you don’t quit w’ork it will be murder,' 
posted over the town. 

May 12. — At Oskaloosa, Iowa, 500 strikers, with brass band andf leader 
on horseback, marched in double file, ordered the American Coal Company's 
men out. 

‘‘ May 20. — At Birmingham, Alabama, a mob of strikers went to a miner 
who refused to come out. As he unfastened the door they fired a volley, 
riddling him with bullets. He died instantly. The mob then entered the 
house, firing right and left. 

“ May 21. —Strikers, 200 strong, each carrying a heavy club, called at all 
the smaller mines at Danville, III. They said, ' Now, you fellows, look out I 
After this no more talk goes. We will fix you if you take another pound 
of coal out.' All the tools in Beard's mine were stolen, and thrown into the 
Vermilion Biver. The tools and cars at another mine were destroyed, and 
the track torn up. 

At Breeze 250 miners arrived, with two waggons and provisions and 
tents, and camped near the West Mine, to see that no one went to work. 

‘‘ At btanton the Consolidated Coal Company ordered a shipment of 
Winchesters, 1 00 shells containing 5 drachms of powder and several ounces 
of shot, all^that (;ould be had at St. Louis. A like shipment ordered from 
Chicago. The Citizens’ Defence Organisation is organised in squads, each 
under its leader. Drilled daily. 

‘‘ May 2^3. OUO strikers on their way by train from Missouri to Leaven- 
w^orth, Kan., to induce 800 miners, whose wages were increased, to join the 
strike. Alarm bells wdll be sounded ; 500 citizens with arms will meet the 
sheriff at the Court House, and receive strikei*s. 

At Hina, III., 800 men are at work in the mines : 1000 strikers massing 
in the district to turn them out. The Coal Companies received shipments 
of revolvers, Winchesters, and ammunition. Guns kept in the mine. Miners 
nil armed and prepared. Citizens organise to defend the miners. 

At Danville, 111., 1000 strikers compelled 200 men to leave work and join 
Hie strike. I ho lOOO miners were armed with knives, pistols, and clubs. 
They also had a covered waggon filled with rifies. Principally Hungarians, 
with bottles of whisky in their pockets or in their hands. The sheriff had 
■only 35 deputies. The deputies collapsed; 188 men took an oath to join 
the strike ; the remaining two were dragged over the ground, and beaten 
nearly into insensibility. When the injunction w^as read to them, they said 
they were not afraid of all the sheriffs and Circuit Court judges in Illinois, 
in the evening they had a parade with bands and banners, shouting, * We 
made them stop work. We whipped them. The deputies are not in it.' 
‘Oovernor Altgeld refused to call out troops on the ground that the sheriff 
■could enrol as many deputies as he required. 

“At Evansville, Ind., 200 strikers attacked 30 workers, severely beatine 
and bruising the non-Unionists. The strikers came with waggons laden 
%vith provKions and Winchester rifles. After a fight, in whi- li two men 
were killed and five wounded, the mine wajs shut down. The strikers 
mouth, supplied with six weeks’ provisions and firearms. 

May 23.— At :^na. 111., 500 strikers threatened to bill the men engaged 

p^n* by^the rtiob arrested and liberated from 

“ At Ka»gb, Streator, 111., 30 strikers attacked six workera. The 
manage fired on them, whereupon the strikers hunted them into the woods, 
threw the boiler and enpne down the pit, and smashed everything they could! 

Oaho^ ^ l^'-«fberiff -raylor, while protecting the County 

Cabon Coal Company, was attacked by several hundred strikers with 
revolvers, stones, &c. The sheriff, two deputies, and five miners were 
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wounded. Many arrests made. Telegraphed for militia. 500 miners, arme(3 
and organised in Spring Valley, marched to release prisoners. Sheriff 
removed in closed carriage to escape murder. 

“At Centralia, III., Sheriff ITelmes arrested 75 strikers for destroying 
property. Was defending pits at Sandover and several other places with 
:?0() armed men. Could not defend them all and protect miners. The 
strikers had smashed the Big Four mines. 

“At Pana the Citizens' Protective League of COO members organised. 
2000 strikers threaten to attack. Injured the electric light plant. Town 
in darkness. Preparjitions made to receive them with three volleys from a 
thousand Winchesters. 

“ 250 strikers, with pistols, knives, and clubs, marched from the neigh- 
bouring mines to Carterville. Superintendent of Police, suported by a 
crowd armed with Winchesters, rifles, muskets, and pistols leave Carbon ville 
for the scene of action. 

“ At Danville, 111., the Consolidated Coal Company say they are at the 
mercy of the mob. The sheriff is entirely unable to give them any help. 
Strikers expressed contempt of the judge's injunction and the slieriflf. 

“May 25. — At La Salle six companies of the National Guard encamped 
on the hills. 600 strikers attack but are driven back with fixed bayonets. 
Militia occupy a position of great strategic strength. 

“At Stanton, 111., the last of the forty-eight mines of the Consolidated 
Coal Company closed as the forces at the disposal of the Company inade- 
quate to protect mine. Train derailed by strikers near Mount Olivo. 

“ 200 strikers on their way toOttiiwa, 111., hunt miners from Gorfat mine, 
burn waggons, tools and clothes, knock in props at the main entrance, pits 
cave in. Every road leading into Ottarwa is now picketed with heavily 
armed men. If the strikej*s approach fire bells will be rung and hundreds 
of citizens will rally with rifles and shot guns. 

“ Miners congregate at Pana, Tnd., from all sides. 2000 from the South, 
1000 North. ilOO deputies, composed of the best citizens, bankers, mer- 
chants, journalists, <fec., prepare to receive them. 700 men still at work." 

“At Birmingham, Ala., 7if0 State troops ordered out. 

“ At Brookside, strikers try to blow up a water-main, were fired upon, six 
wounded. 

IMay 26. — At La Salle at ten o'clock at night five explosions heard. An 
attack expected, but nothing occurred. 

“ At I-ad, 111., 400 drunken armed strikers seized Burlington freight 
train and came on to Spring Valley towards Tja Salle. Six companies of 
troops marched out to capture train. They had their sides ‘ bulging ' with 
ball-cartridge. Dispersed the strikers, capturing three prisoners. Police 
report that the strikers have thousands of pounds of dynamite. Mine 
owners unable to account for fully ten tons. None of the local papers 
publish the news, the Salle Tribune saying th.at if anything appeared 
reflecting upon the foreign element they would be blown up with dynamite. 
Governor Altgeld all day receiving telegrams for troops, arms, and 
ammunition. 

“ In the Covel Creek and Vermilion Kiver districts strikers roam the 
country searching for small mines worked by farmers. When found they 
burn waggons, sheds, and everything to the ground. 

“ May 30. — Strikers burned the Carter Coal Mine Works at Hood House, 
111., for supplying the Burlington Railway with coal." 

Until t]{jie middle of May the tactics of th^ strikers had been chiefly 
confined to intimidating non-Unionists and closing mines by force. 
The last weeks of May saw a new- and very serious development in 
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the shape of a blockade of the railways. No one who has not been 
in America can adequately realise the extent to which civilisfition is 
an affair of railroads. Railways in England were conveniences of 
communication. In the United States, especially in the Western 
States, they were necessaries of existence. The miners’ strike, by 
creating , a coal famine, threatened society with a danger which was 
enormously intensified by the action of the miners. Finding that, 
notwithstanding all their efforts, some mines continued in operation, 
they decided to institute a coal blockade of the railways. Their 
leaders repudiated the policy, but it was none the less carried out. 

Gangs of miners encamped upon the main lines of railway in 
Indiana and Illinois, piled railway tires across the track, and com- 
pelled every train to pull up for examination. If there was no coal 
on board, it was allowed to proceed. If there were any coal cars, 
they were side-tracked or ditched before the rest of the train was 
permitted to pass the obstruction. Here are a few entries relating 
to this portentous development of industrial war ; 

May 25. — At Evansville, Tnd., the strikers stopped coal trains. 

‘‘At Shelburne, the strikers will allow no more coal to pjiss. 

“ At La Salle, an Illinois Central freight train was wrecked by strikers 
piling railway tires on the rails. It wjis intended to wreck the express 
train, because the Illinois Central was using coal from the La Salle shaft. 
English-speaking strikers unable to control the Russians, Poles, and 
Belgians. 

“ Thirty car loads of coal side-tracked on the East Illinois Railway at 
Lifford, Ind., by the strikers. 

“At Minonk, Illinois, the strikers decide to stop coal on the Illinois 
Central. 

“ May 2G. — At Brazil, Ind., strikers capture a car of coal, side track it, 
and leave it in charge of fifty women. 

“ JNIay 27. — At Minonk, Illinois, 200 miners, Poles, Belgians, and Hun- 
garians, encamp at junction of 8anta Fe and Illinois Central. Only trains 
without coal allowed to pass. Bonfires are blazing at the crossings within 
a block of the sheriff’s headquarters. 

“ May 28. — Two hundred militia men arrive and go into camp. They 
form up on either side of the junctions at Minonk, so as to allow a coal 
train heavily guarded with deputies to pass. A man attempted to alter the 
switch, and was fired on by the deputies. 

“ Miners at Wenona, III., chiefly Poles, placed rails on the track, and 
prevent the passage of any coal train. The sheriff at first powerless to 
prevent them. But at night he fired on the strikers, and dispersed them. 
The miners pulled out the pins from the couplings. 

“ At Mount Olive, III., the strikers tore up the Maddison Coal Com- 
pany’s track, and destroyed the line. 

“ May 29. — At Mont Olive, III, the Chicago express was almost wi'ecked 
by obstructions placed on the line by strikers. 

“At Yellow Creek, 0., miners attempted to board the night express. 
The sheriff, however, with over fifty deputies, guarded the train, and beat 
them back seven times before the train could start again.” 

So ruthless were the miners that it was with the utmost difficulty 
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permission was secured for the miners to extinguish a fire which 
broke ,out in Spring Valley mines. The English-speaking miners 
rushed to put the fire out ; the foreign element resolved upon letting 
them burn. ^ Permission was refused to the town of Des Moines to 
obtain the coal necessary to keep the city waterworks going. The 
Illindis Lunatic Asylum at Kankakee, in which were 1100 inmates, 
ran short of coal. To save the miserable lunatics, from perishing of 
cold, the strikers at first permitted them to have some coal ; but, on 
second thoughts, strike policy triumphed over humaner considerations, 
and the permission given on the 21st was rescinded on the 29th. 
Per contra, permission was given to McBride, the president of the 
strikers, and also a brewer, to obtain coal for his breweries, where he 
had 15,000 dollars’ worth of beer which would have spoiled if no coal 
could have been procured.*^ 

The state of latent civil war which these industrial disputes bring 
to the surface was most vividly illustrated in the strike among the 
gold and silver miners of Colorado. The dispute began about the 
eight-hours day. The miners were working nine hours. They de- 
manded an eight-hours day, with three dollars wage. The owners 
offered them a day of eight-hours and twenty minutes. This the men 
rejected, and then added to their original demand a claim to be 
allowed to elect their own superintendent, or, as we should say, 
manager. This being clearly inadmissible the strike was declared. 

In recounting the incidents of this local struggle it is difiicult to 
believe that we are writing of an industrial dispute. The whole story 
is one of war and of the incidents of war. We read of forts and 
cannon, of Gatlings and of Winchesters, of revolvers and of dynamite, 
of cavalry and militia, and even of the formal exchange of prisoners 
of war. Certainly nothing more closely resembling actual warfare of 
the old-fashioned sort ever got itself recognised among men under the 
alias of a strike. 

When the strike was declared 1200 miners in the neighbourhood 
of Denver, Colorado, withdrew to the level summit of two hills 
named respectively Bull Hill and Battle Hill, and there they threw 
up two regular forts, which they armed and provisioned for a siege. 
Bull Hill is described as a lofty peak commanding the wholes country. 
The top is quite level, and several mining towns are within artillery 

* The last number of the Chicago JlerahJ, to hand as I am correcting the proofs, is 
dated June 7. The following are some of the headings : “ Two miners shot. Deputies 
guarding the Ohio River Bridge fire into an approaching i)arty. Besides those killed, 
four of the strikers are wounded in the fusillade. Twelve hundred State militiamen 
ordered out by Governor McKinley to quell the riotous workmen. Lawless bands are 
stopping trains,* and defying officers. Other conflicts expected.’* That relates to Ohio. 
The news from Indiana is as follows ; “Fighting in Indiana. Fusillade near Farmers- 
burg. Engineer stoned to death by miners. Martial Law proposed.” Illinois is no 
better ; “ Killed in a riot. One man slain and three fatally wounded in a fight with 
strikers near Peoria. Desperate gang charges a barricaded mine. The invading army 
applies the torch, and destroys property worth $30,000. 
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range of the fort. It is well supplied with food, giant powder, 
dynamite, and ammunition, but report was doubtful as to water.# 

From this position of vantage the miners made war upon the 
mines in their vicinity which continued at work. The jnanner of 
their warfare may be gleaned from the following extracts from the 
diary of the campaign : 

“May 24. — At Cripple Creek, Col., seventy deputies left to guard the 
mines at A^ictor, four miles distant. Twenty were surrounded and disarmed 
by the strikers. Twenty-three reached the Independence mines, where they 
were sun-ounded next day by oOO strikers. The alternative was offered 
them of surrendering, or to be blown up with giant powder which was 
enclosed in boor casks with fuses attached. They surrendered. 

“ May 25. — One hundred and twenty-five deputies came from Denver to 
Cripple Creek. They found the shaft-house blown up with giant powder, 
machinery ruined and shaft house burned. The deputies fortified themselves 
with timber near the railway track awaiting atbick. Strikers have 400 
AV’inchesters and 800 revolvers of an improved pattern, with abundant 
ammunition. 

“May 2(). — At Denver, Colo., seventy-five strikers at early dawn stole a 
construction train, and coming upon a bridge guarded by seven deputies, a 
fight began in which two men were killed and several injured. Governor 
AVaite ordered out the entire militia of the State, including the light artillery, 
with Gatling guns and smooth bores. The deputies, 350 in number, have a 
cannon. Miners threaten to hurl dynamite down upon the deputies. 

“ May 27. — President Calderwood of the miners proposes an exchange of 
prisoners. Miners had captured the superintendent of the Spring mines, 
and two men, holding them as hostages. Six hundred armed deputies with 
two Gatlings have arrived. 

“ IMay 21). — ^J^he miners at Cripple Creek descended from their fortress 
and raided two towns for firefirms and hostages. They have placed pickets 
round their camps and refused to allow strangers to pass the. lines. A 
miner had his horse shot under him for not halting when summoned. 

Heavy firing occasionally was exchanged between the miners and 
the deputies, but to little purpose. At last, on June 4, the deputies, 
with a Parrott and a Gatling gun, decided to storm the strikers' 
camp. But what would almost certainly have been a bloody and 
desperate battle was averted by the Governor of the State. He under- 
took to mediate between the miners and the deputies, and the quarrel 
was ultimately arranged, the miners undertaking to give eight hours' 
full work, exclusive of twenty minutes for lunch. 

Such is a brief and very fragmentary list of some of the incidents 
of the industrial war in the United States. It is a melancholy and 
an alarming record. The mere brute violence which is everywhere 
rampant is bad enough, but that is, by no means, the worst feature 
of the story. What is far more appalling is the utter paralysis of 
public and moral authority. Arbitration neither side appears to 
have thought of. The public contented itself with keeping a 
ring, watching with pitiless curiosity the combatants worrying them- 
selves to pieces like wild beasts in the arena of the Colosseum. 
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So far as can be seen from the American papers, the Christian 
Church made no effort to compose this fatal strife. No one 
who read the record of the strikes would imagine that these 
incidents .occurred in a Christian country, or even in a country 
where Christian missionaries had ever penetrated, for, from first to 
lasf, no pressure appears to have been brought upon the disputants 
by the ministers of the Cross. This is perhaps due to the recoil from 
the old doctriue of the union of Church and State, but if so, the 
recoil has practically paralysed the Church, while the State bereft of 
its conscience is practically heathen. 

Where moral authority is not, resort to Gatliugs and dynamite 
seems to many the only alternative. The great mischief in America 
is the absence of trust, the rooted disbelief in the honesty and good 
faith of anybody. Rightly or wrongly American workmen seem to 
be convinced — I have heard picked leaders of American labour 
assert it again and again — that no award, no agreement is ever 
respected by their employers a day longer than it suits their' interest 
to keep it. Bad faith on the part of the employers is balanced by 
murder and outrage on the part of the employed, while the Church, 
which should be the conscience of the community, is seared as with a 
hot-iron by a conventional indifferentism to the affairs of this world. 

The Pope in his famous Encyclical on Labour, laid down doctrines 
which all Christian Churches everywhere would do well to lay to heart. 
But nowhere is there greater need of the preaching and the teach- 
ing of that sound doctrine than in the United States to-day. Catholic 
or Protestant it matters little which so long as there is a Church 
which will assert the eternal law of righteousness and justice and 
brotherhood in all the affairs of men. Blessed are the peace- 
makers, for theirs is the kingdom of heaven, does not seem to offer 
a sufficient inducement to Christian men to compose these industrial 
feuds. Perhaps they will wake up to a sense of their duty and their 
responsibility, when they discover that the failure to make peace not 
merely forfeits the kingdom of Heaven, but inevitably turns the king- 
dom of this world into a kingdom of Hell. 


W. T Rtf An 
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T WO questions have for some time been pressing heavily on the 
Christian mind. One is : Does evolution leave us a God, such a 
God as a Christian can earnestly believe in ? The other is : Does 
criticism leave us a Bible containing a special, exceptionally valuable 
Message in the sphere of religion ? Till these questions are satis- 
factorily answered Christians must either remain in ignorance of 
evolutionary theories and critical investigations in order to enjoy the 
comfort of an undoubting, undistracted faith, or they must be divided 
against themselves : on the intellectual side of their nature sceptics, 
while on the moral and religious side painfully striving to be believers. 

Among the literary contributions recently made towards aiding 
faith by an affirmative answer to these questions, two which have 
just appeared claim special recognition. These are : Professor llenry 
Drummond’s “ Lowell Lectures on the Ascent of Man,” and the work 
which is to form the subject of this article, “The Message of Israel,” 
by Miss Wedgwood. It is no part of our plan to discuss the merits 
of the former of these two publications. We simply content ourselves 
with saying that any one who needs and desires help to believe that 
the Father-God of Jesus and the God who made the nniverse are not 
two but one will find it there. The prominence given by the Lowell 
Lecturer to the place taken by the struggle for the life of others, in 
connection with the reproductive instinct, in the evolutionary process, 
helps us to reaffirm with emphasis a faith “ lost aw^le ” through the 
one-sided emphasis laid on the struggle for existeigj^ and to say with 
the Psalmist, “ Yea, God is good ” ; the earth, not^s than the teach- 
ing of Jesus, is “ full of the goodness of the Lord!^ 

* “The Message of Israel in the Light of Modern Criticism.^ By Julia ^ iVedgT^d, 
author of “ The Moral Ideal. London : Isbister & Co., Limited. 1894. 
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Not less valuable, as an aid to faith, than the “Ascent of Man*^ 
is th^ “ Message of Israel.” There may be room for difference of 
opinion as to the comparative importance of particular lines of 
thought in the book, and there will doubtless be more or less pro- 
nounced inclination to call in question some of the author’s verdicts. 
But there will be no doubt anywhere among candid and thoughtful 
readers as to the seriousness and reverence of the attitude assumed 
by the writer towards the problem in hand, or as to the freshness 
and originality with which she has treated it, the wide range of 
knowledge which enables her to illuminate her arguments by many a 
comparison drawn from other peoples, and last, but not least, the 
ciLviosn fdicitm of style which one has occasion to admire on every 
page. In all these respects Miss Wedgwood’s new work is a worthy 
successor of “ The Moral Ideal.” 

The position taken up by the author in this book is, in brief, that 
Israel’s election stands, and that she has a message, criticism not- 
withstanding. As to the election, there need be no difficulty about 
that, if, with our author, we hold that every nation has its special 
vocation, could we only discover it, and very notably the great 
classic nations of Greece and Rome. In that case the only ((uestion 
is as to the nature of the vocation, the purpose of the election. 
Israel’s vocation has always been understood to lie within the sphere 
of religion, as that of Greece in the sphere of art, and of Rome in 
legislation and government. If Israel has a message of permanent 
value for the world, it is one relating to God and the Eternal. And 
the contention of the writer is not only that Israel still has a message, 
but that the message has been made clear by all that modern criticism 
has discovered in reference to the Hebrew sacred literature. 

This is a very important position if true, and of its truth Miss 
Wedgwood is very confident. Her belief is that criticism has given 
us our Bible. It is right to let her state so important a conviction in 
her own words : 

“ It is in the belief that the work of ciiticism is fitted to restore to us our 
Bible with the freshness of a new Reformation and the preciousness of an 
ancient faith, that one who has no pretensions to the title of critic here under- 
takes to set before the public the results of criticism as they bear on the value 
of the Message of Israel. The critic has his part, and no mean one, in the 
work of revelation. His office is destructive; but what it destroys haa 
hindered and disguised, not transmitted the message of the Old Testament. 
He sets us free to read as the contemporaries of the prophets were free te 
hear. He can give no spiritual insight, can ensure no harmony between 
the inspiratkii of the seer and the aspiration of the learner ; but by the 
mere fact that he removes inconsistencies and repetitions, that he gives ua 
the work of many instead of the work of one, he brings us nearer an 
appreciation which is made impossible by the endeavour to read as a single 
consecutive narrative the whole collection of a nation’s legendary and 
mythical lore” (pp. 28, 2D). 
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It will be evident from these sentences that the writer has no 
sympathy with the notion that an inspired book is above criticism. 
()n the contrary, it is her deliberate conviction that no writing needs 
criticism so much as that which is the result of inspiration. It is 
necessary to distinguish between the precious and the vile, to find the 
Bible within the Bible. For where there is inspiration there is also 
“ intermission,” “ interruption,” lapse from the divine to the human. 
Refusal to see this, and resolute determination to treat the whole 
contents of the Bible as of equal importance, forming together a 
consistent harmonious revelation, has for its inevitable result that the 
pathos, the dramatic interest, the profound spiritual teaching of the 
Old Testament are all hidden from the eye. The highest and best in 
the book is levelled down to that which is least valuable, and the 
whole becomes a volume which it is our religious duty to read, and 
which we do read with a uniform listlessness and “ devout inattention.” 
How vain the attempt “ to carry on into Leviticus the reverence with 
which the story of Joseph had at first been heard, ending by associating 
that also with tedium and disgust.” How necessary, if we would 
really profit and enjoy, to recognise degrees of interest and value. 

“Take but dogrco awny, untune that string, 

And hark what discord follows, each string meets 
In mcrcoppugnancy.” 

After quoting these lines the author goes on to charge Protestant 
Christendom with the sin of taking degree away from its idea of 
inspiration, wdth the heavy penalty of losing the clue to tlie meaning 
of inspiration. This is one of the verdicts which many will not only 
question, but resent. Yet it behoves the most conservative to keep before 
their minds the ominous miscarriage of the Jew with the veil on his 
mental eye in the reading of his Sacred Book. A high idea of inspi- 
ration and a lamentable failure to gather the meaning of the inspired 
literature ! And it is worth while to consider calmly whether we 
gain or lose most by anxious endeavours to harmonise discrepant 
narratives, whether in separate writings, as in the case of the Gospels, 
or in writings composed out of separate documents no longer existing, 
as in the case of the Book of Genesis. Our gain is that we are able 
to retain a cherished a priori theory of inspiration with its implica- 
tions and consequences. But what if our loss be, as is alleged, that 
we forfeit the power of vivid apprehension, clear vision of the reality 
as set forth in the narratives we are so anxious to harmonise ? 

Israel’s message made clearer by criticism : such is the thesis of 
the work before us. What, then, is Israel’s message ? In general 
it is that unity belongs to the Eternal ; in other words, that God is 
one, not many. A very bald message, we may be inclined to think, 
but the commonplaces of later generations were great originalities ia 
earlier times, and it is the duty of a student of the religious history 
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of mankind to endeavour by a sympathetic effort of imagination to 
transfer himself to the time when monotheism was a grand startling 
revelation to a world accustomed to polytheism. It was Israel's 
honour and privilege to be the medium of this revelation. Her one 
God was her glory. Her own unity lay in steadfast witness through- 
out all her generations, and through all her representative men, to 
this truth. In virtue of this witness-bearing she was the prophet 
among the nations. Her long-continued prophesying, with the unity 
of the Eternal for her august theme, accounts at once for the gran- 
deur of her literature, and for the strange state of confusion in which 
it has been transmitted to us, with an utter disregard of dates and 
historic order. For the eye that is fixed on the Eternal is indifferent 
to the distinctions of time. 

“ The distinction of first and last loses its importance. A history wliich 
depends for all its value on the revelation of the unseen is comparatively 
indifferent to chronology. A parable has no date The seer stam- 

mers when he seeks to define between is and sliall he ; he often blunders 
when he seeks to define between shall he and vjas. His history is a part of 
his prophecy. He is not conscious of fiction in explaining his vivid con- 
sciousness of a national tendency as an event in the past for which no 
evidence can be produced, except the very vividness of this consciousness 
and its resemblance to a memory (p. 58). 

This apology for the historic disorder of the Old Testament might be 
employed in explanation of some of the peculiarities of the Fourth 
Gospel. There also all things are regarded suh specie (jeterniiails^ no 
progress being recognised, no distinction between beginning and end. 
Words are put into the mouth of the Baptist concerning Jesus, at the 
commencement of His public career, which express a developed doctrine 
concerning the significance of His death such as we expect to find 
in a Pauline epistle. 

More specifically the Message of Israel is that the proper beneficent 
relation of man to God is one of trust. The honour of accentuating 
this lesson is assigned to the Jehovist contributor to the Pentateuch, 
who is described, after Westphal, as the St. Paul of the Old Testa- 
ment. ‘‘The singer of early legend, the painter of traditional 
character, is also, and even more emphatically, a preacher of the great 
truth, that only in its dependence on what is above itself can humanity 
•attain independence of what is below itself. He sets forth, with not 
less emphasis than St.^Paul, the all-absorbing character of the duty 
of Faith.” In saying this of the Jehovist, the writer says it in effect 
of all the prophets. For the work of the Jehovist is a prophetic 
history, and it is the work, not so much of an individual, as of a 
school. “ It breathes the spirit of a bi:otherhood.” Faith in God 
the supreme duty and felicity of man, clinging to the Eternal in 
conscious incompleteness and weakness the source of peace and 
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strength, such is the common message of that goodly fellowship of the 
prophets which it is the greatest glory of the Hebrew race t6 have 
produced, and its greatest disgrace to have so poorly appreciated and 
so unworthily treated. • 

We may here note a great contrast between Miss Wedgwoo^ and 
the late Mr. Matthew Arnold in their respective conceptions of the 
Message of Israel. That message, according to the latter writer, is 
embodied in the familiar phrase : A power in the world, not ourselves, 
making for righteousness. Righteousness is the great watchword of 
the Hebrew Books according to Mr. Arnold ; according to the latest 
interpretation, it is Faith. The difference is very sharply defined in 
the manner in which the two writers treat the life of Abraham. Mr. 
Arnold admits that the story of the patriarch, as told by the Jehovist, 
gives great prominence to the virtue of faith. But he thinks that in 
the real religious history of the founder of the Hebrew race, lessons in 
righteousness must have played a prominent part. This amounts to 
saying that the actual message of the life of Abraham as told, is the 
importance of faith, but that it ought to have been the importance of 
righteousness. On the new reading of the story the actual lesson is 
the true and the valuable one. The important fact about Abraham is 
not that lie was a great moral hero, with a noble passion for righteous- 
ness, which he indeed, to all appearance, was not; but that he 
trusted God, conscious of his need of trust, and finding in that trust 
the key to the “ true possibilities of achievement.” Which reading of 
the patriarchal story and of the Hebrew books throughout is the truer ? 
Or are they both right in their affirmations and wrong only in their 
implicit denials ? The latter view probably is the correct one. Both 
readings are characterised by one-sidedness, though there is no 
evidence that the writer of the ‘‘ Message of Israel ” has been in- 
iluenced by reaction against the teaching of “’Literature and Dogma,” 
to which, so far as w^e have observed, there is not a single allusion in the 
work now under review. Two things characterise the writers of the 
Old Testament : a passion for righteousness, and a sense of the 
supreme value of faith. They proclaim a God who is at once a Power 
making for righteousness and a Gracious Power dealing with men 
not after their sins, but overcoming evil with good. Of the two 
possible forms of one-sidedness in interpretation, that which omits 
reference to the gracious aspect of the divine character, and to the 
corresponding attitude of believing recipiency in man, commits the 
graver mistake. For grace and faith are great keynotes in the Old 
Testament, and he who omits these in his interpretation gives us the 
play of “ Hamlet” without the principal character. And Miss Wedg- 
wood has done good service in pointing out how prominent is the note 
of faith in the Jehovist document, and how much we are indebted to 
criticism for making that note more audible, by disentangling that 
document from others of a different tone with which it is mixed up, 
VOL. LXVI. . F 
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especially from the Priestly writing which throughout breathes a 
divers^ religious spirit, legal as distinct from evangelic. 

Adequate treatment of the important theme of the work now 
under revierv demands that Israel’s message be not merely indicated 
in a summary manner, but carefully traced in detail through all the 
main divisions of the relative literature. This accordingly has been 
done with a fulness that will satisfy the most exacting reader. In 
the present article we can only touch a few of the more salient 
points. The interest revolves mainly around the Jehovist element in 
Genesis, the book of Deuteronomy, the Priestly Code, and the 
Psalter. 

The Jehovist gives a second account of Creation (that in Genesis i. 
being from the Priestly Code), but his proper theme is the Fall, His 
leading aim is to recount the failures by which a sifted race is 
qualified for fulfilling the ideal originally meant for humanity at 
large. The great tragedy is presented under various editions, 
including the expulsion of Adam from Paradise, of Cain from Eden, 
of the angels from Paradise, and the wholesale destruction of the 
Flood, which are to be regarded not as the representation of a 
progressive deterioration of the race, but as independent em- 
bodiments of one and the same idea, renewed attempts to 
Und some fitting parable symbolising the strange metamorphosis 
by which the creature of the Divine has become a rebel against 
Him.” Parables these sombre stories are one and all, the fall of 
Adam not less than the fall of the angels. The narrative in 
Genesis ii. is “ a sublime allegory of the birth of conscience.” It 
tells not what happened once in the beginning of human history, but 
what happens in the experience of every individual member of the 
human race. Following her favourite method of comparison Miss 
Wedgwood seeks light on the successful temptation in Eden from the 
baffled temptation of our Lord in the wilderness, the narrative of 
which in the Gospels she also regards as in the main parabolic. The 
juxtaposition of the two events suggests an inference as to the 
transcendent significance of Adam’s temptation for the destinies of 
mankind which nevertheless is disallowed. It is contended that the 
narrative in Genesis does not justify the portentous construction of 
traditional theology. I^he first pair though driven out of Paradise 
still remain in Eden. In the story of Cain there is no hint that he 
has ever been in a less favourable position towards Jahveh, inde- 
pendently of his own actions, than his father was. These facts tend 
to minimise the consequences of the first transgression. And what of 
its antecedents ? On this aspect of the subject the writer has not 
commented at length, but it is involved in her view of the Fall as a 
parabolic representation of the beginnings of moral evil in every 
human being that she would not’ accept the theological conception of 
the state of original righteousness as justifiable. And it is, indeed, a 
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fair question whether that conception can be vindicated by strict 
exegesis either of the story in Genesis or of the comments •on its 
religious significance contained in the Pauline Epistles. The whole 
subject of the Fall requires rehandling in the method* of modern 
Biblical theology, and in view of the evolutionary theory of the 
universe ; and it will be the wisdom of the Church to be very forWr- 
ing and even indulgent in her attitude towards those who attempt 
the delicate task, and to regard them with a benignant eye even when 
they blunder. 

To one thing the Church cannot be expected to bo indifierent — ^to a 
deliberate attempt to eliminate from the theory of the universe the 
notion and the fact of sin. With that goes the Christian idea of God 
as a moral Personality to whom the distinction of right and wrong is 
real, and with whom men stand in relations of fellowship or 
antagonism. Believers in such a God cannot afford to treat moral 
evil as mere imperfection, to be got rid of, of course, but not to be 
too seriously mourned over or too severely condemned. Miss 
Wedgwood does not so treat it. Sho admits that we must keep the 
word sin if we would understand the problem presented to the 
Hebrew mind. But it is very evident that she feels keenly the 
difficulty of retaining the idea represented by the word while 
maintaining solidarity with the modern scientific spirit. Her language 
at this point becomes hesitating and it might almost seem half- 
hearted. When she speaks of the conception of a relation between 
God and man in view of which certain actions should be not merely 
errors to be corrected by increased enligfitenment, not merely faults 
to be punished by the legislator, but that repudiation of an implied 
bond of mutual adhesion between God and man which revolutionises 
the whole order of creation — a moral earthquake which changes, as it 
were, the course of rivers and the place of mountains,” as “a 
provisional hypothesis ” — she can hardly expect to gain the approval 
of the theological dogmatists. And yet it is precisely to such writers 
as Miss Wedgwood — earnest, believing, yet open-minded and sympa- 
thetic towards all legitimate, though apparently incompatible, 
interests — that even conservative theologians should be willing in the 
present day to give a very free hand, for none but such can hope to 
play success&lly the part of reconcilers or to speak a word that shall 
be generally accepted as helpful. 

We should have liked, before leaving the Book of Origins, to have 
noticed briefly the suggestive observations in the volume before us on 
the question whether the patriarchs were historical persona or merely 
impersonations .of tribes. But we must pass on to the next topic of 
engrossing interest— the book of Deuteronomy. The chapter devoted 
to this theme is entitled “The Problem of Deuteronomy.” The 
problem arises from the fact of a book of such intrinsic value, and 
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enjoying weighty New Testament attestation, having so questionable 
an origin.* In its moral teaching it rises to the highest level attained 
in ancient times by any people, and breathes a spirit of sympathy 
with the weak not exceeded by the philanthropy of our own time, and 
in its humane consideration for the lower animals is even in advance of 
modern moral standards. In its professed character as a record of 
the last words of Moses it suggests a comparison with the Fourth 
Gospel, whose most valuable part consists of the chapters containing 
the farewell words of Jesus, and it does not suffer by the comparison. 
It appears to have been one of the books of the Old Testament which 
more than all others appealed to the spirit of our Lord. The Scripture 
oracles with which lie is represented as repelling the assaults of the 
^Fempter are all taken from it. The problem is, how could such a 
book be associated in its first publication with circumstances suggestive 
of pious fraud ? The perplexity does not lie in the mere fact that 
the legislative programme it contains is ascribed to Moses. This fact 
ceases to trouble us when once we have mastered the truth that all 
Hebrew literature tends to gravitate to ideal personal centres, Solomon 
becoming the typical author of wisdom, David of lyric poetry, and 
Moses of law. The difficulty arises in connection with the alleged 
jbuling of the book. The book found, according to the views of all 
modern critics, was written not more 'than between sixty and seventy 
years before the time of its discovery. Some critics — r.//., Professor 
Ryle * — are of opinion that the finding was a bond recovery of a 
work which, though not more than seventy years old, had fallen out 
of sight in the evil times ot Manasseh and Amon. Miss Wedgwood 
sympathises with those who do not believe in a real finding, even in 
this restricted sense, not to speak of the far more momentous finding 
of a book as old as the time of Moses. In disproof of the latter she 
makes a most interesting comparison between the book of Deuteronomy 
and the recently discovered treatise of Aristotle on the “ Constitution 
of Athens, the conclusion arrived at being that all the notes of 
genuineness exhibited by the one are lacking in the other. The 
finding,” then, being an unreality, whether viewed on the large 
scale or on the small, the question comes to be, “ How can a book 
written after G96 n.C. have been produced thirty years before the 
conclusion of the century as a legacy from hoar antiquity without 
trickery ? ” And how is trickery or guile to be reconciled with the 
high character of the book, or, to put the matter differently, with its 
inspiration, and with the hypothesis that it contained a real message 
from God, of grave concern for the well-being of Israel ? Of course, 
the only possible refuge here is a diversity in the moral standard. 
We must distinguish between immorality and crude morality. Im- 
morality is transgression of a standard recognised by the transgressor, 
* Vidf his excellent work, ” The Canon of the Old Testament,” pp. 56, 57. 
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crude morality is conformity with a low moral standard prevalent in 
any particular place or time. Whether inspiration be conlpatible 
with immorality is a question not to be too hastily decided in the 
negative in view of such a phenomenon as Balaam. But it certainly 
may confidently be afiSrmed that inspiration is compatible with crude 
morality, for crude morality is compatible with a good conscience. If 
the inspired man, utterer of lofty religious truths, be consciously in 
his conduct conforming to the moral standard of his age, he is not 
likely to feel any trouble in his conscience that shall seriously dim 
the clearness of his prophetic vision. It may, indeed, be asked, 
What is inspiration good for if it do not place the recipient in advance 
of his time in respect of the moral ideal ? In point of fact, it does 
that in the moments when the prophet is set upon his watch-tower. 
But it is difficult to live always at that high level when all the 
influences of contemporary environment tend to drag one down. 
Then one may now and then, in an elevated mood, see a bright, pure 
vision, and afterwards descend to the common moral level, and have 
i^ecourse to what, from the view-point of a later age, appear questionable 
methods of making the vision tell as a practical force in human affairs. 

Such things have happened often in the history of religion. 
Whether anything of the kind happened in connection with the 
book of Deuteronomy is a question which reverence will keep many 
from answering in the affirmative. Miss Wedgwood has no hesitation 
in the matter, and readers must judge for themselves how far she 
has been successful in solving her problem. Her solution is along the 
lines of thought which we have indicated in our own words. She 
pleads for those concerned in the finding ” that “ variance from fact 
was not an offence against truth, and also that an offence against 
truth was not necessarily a sin ; and she alludes to an incident in 
the life of Jeremiah, a contemporary of the finders, possibly one of 
them, to illustrate the strange blending of truth and fiction, parable 
and history, in the ancient Oriental way of thinking. The prophet 
gravely relates how, in obedience to a divine comm^ind, he made a 
journey of 600 miles to the Euphrates to deposit his linen girdle 
in a hole of the rock on its banks.* It is held to be incredible that 
this actually happened. It is but an instance illustrating how 
the truth of parable haunts the Hebrew genius throughout its whole 
career.” Another and a still bolder example might be found in the 
representation of Ezekiel, that the hand of the Lord took hold of him 
by the hair of his head and lifting him up between earth and heaven 
brought him to Jerusalem to show him what was going on there. f 
The prophet does indeed indicate that it was ‘‘ in the visions of God ” 
that he madd the journey, but though he had omitted that hint 
his story would have created no difficulty for his fellow-exiles. 

* Jer. xiii. I 7. f Ezck. viii. 1-3. 
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The Priestly Document^ consisting of the legislation in the middle 
books of the Pentateuch, with a historical preface still traceable in the 
book of Genesis, raises two problems : one being common to it with 
the book of Deuteronomy, the other peculiar to itself. First, 
assuming that it contains a God-worthy message, how account for the 
form in which it is given, an ideal presented as a history, not without 
consciousness on the part of the authors, the code being ‘‘ manifestly 
a spurious account of something supposed to happen in the deserts 
of Arabia about the fifteenth century before our era,” while it was 
really the invention of priests living at Babylon some eight or nine 
centuries later ? On the principle that historical problems are, to a 
large extent, explained by being multiplied, Miss Wedgwood seeks and* 
finds a parallel case in the history of Sparta. Lycurgus, as now viewed? 
by critical historians, was for the Spartans what Moses was for the 
Jews of the Exile, the supposed author of regulations which, so far as- 
they were carried out at all^ were the result of a secular development 
of which his labours were but the seed. Here, too, the present 
idealised was mistaken for the past, and the goal of endeavour confused 
with its starting-point.” According to Grote, the genesis of the 
belief in the communism of Lycurgus is to be traced to the ardent 
reforming zeal of two kings of Spayta who lived in the third 
century n.c., Agis and Cleoinenes. It is not alleged that they 
practised any deception to gain for the useful belief currency ; but 
their case is brought into line with that of the Jewish priests by the* 
assumption that they would not have discouraged the rise of a legend 
which represented Lycurgus as a fellow- worker in social reform, or 
even have hesitated to take advantage of a forged writing fitted to* 
further their designs. Granting the parallelism, some may be inclined 
to ask what comfort or help can one derive from the reflection that 
pious fraud, or something approaching it, is not confined to Jewish 
religious history ? The only answer that is forthcoming is that the 
repetition of a difficulty is sometimes the only solution that history 
supplies, and that in all such cases the temptation is great. ‘‘ The 
ideal was bound up with the fiction, and to the famished hearts that 
craved a national centre the two became inseparable.” 

The other problem connected with the Priestly Code is of graver 
import. The vital question with regard to it is, Does it contain a 
God-worthy message at all ? does it not rather present to our view a 
mere degeneracy of the Hebrew religion with which it is hard to 
conceive God having anything to do ? Mosaism, as represented by 
the Decalogue, we readily acknowledge to be divine ; Prophetism lays 
a claim to inspiration which is irresistible ; but Judaism, the religion 
of ritual, steadily tending towards Pharisaism, can it have been from 
heaven ? Is it not too manifestly from men only, men of honest 
purpose and pious spirit, doubtless, yet men of narrow sympathies 
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and artificial ideas of holiness, to whom ritual was of equal import- 
ance with ethics, if not even more ? It Is vain to undeiatate a 
difficulty with a view to making the solution of the problem it 
presents easier, and Miss Wedgwood certainly cannot be, accused of 
that folly. She puts the case against the Priestly Code very strongly. 
“Scrupulous ritualism,'^ “narrow, hard, elaborate outwardness," are 
among the phrases employed to describe its character in her pages. 
Its presence in the narrative of Genesis is discerned wherever interest 
slackens, and the deadening oppressive influence of a stifily ofiBcial, 
sacerdotal mind is felt, and the fresh tale of national life is replaced 
by the preaching of a sect. Even in its account of Creation as com- 
pared with that of the Jehovist the spirit of a new degenerate time 
is discernible. Instead of poetry and parable we have Kabbinical 
lore,’ pseudo-science, a crude attempt at an evolutionary , theory of 
the origin of things from the hand of “ some premature Lyell or 
Darwin, living under the shadow of an aged civilisation and melting 
into his picture of the dealings of God with man such views of Nature 
as were current among his surroundings.” 

To find a place for God, or for inspiration, or for a message worthy 
of the Hebi^ew religion at its best, in a document describable in such 
terms is not, one would say, easy. Yet the writer of the work under 
review makes a strenuous and, ‘on the whole, successful attempt. A 
redeeming feature in the new movement associated with the name of 
Ezra is found in its close connection with the idea of a covenant^ or of 
an intimate relation between God and Israel resembling that between 
husband and wife. The idea of an espousal gives soul to what is in 
itself external and trivial. “ A scrupulous observance of rules, in 
themselves unimportant, is of the very essence of that symbolism 
which expresses the fidelity of a spouse in a world of adultery.” This 
may seem sentimentalism doing duty as argument, but the meaning 
may be expressed otherwise. We may conceive Mosaism, Prophetism, 
and Judaism as successive stages in a religious development, all 
having one general aim. The message of Moses was one God ; the 
message of the Prophets, as embodied in Deuteronomy, one sanctuary; 
the message of Ezra and the scribes, one carefully formulated system 
of worship. Each step, by the logic of events, led on to the next. 
Experience proved that in order to have one God in Israel, it was 
necessary to have a single central sanctuary. Further experience 
showed that to exclude the leaven of idolatry it was necessary, not 
merely to have one sanctuary, but to have the forms of worship as 
there celebrated carefully fixed. Hence the Levitical system, and 
herein lay its apology. Its aim and guiding principle was fidelity to 
the God whom Moses proclaimed. It might err in its selection of 
means for that end, and by its elaborate ritual and ceremonial lay the 
foundation for a new idolatry more subtle and deleterious than that 
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which it strove to suppress. But its intention was altogether worthy, 
resembling that of a wife whose whole desire in all things, even in 
the minutest detail of dress, is to please her husband and assure him 
of her entire devotion. And we must look at the system in the light 
of its intention and romantic ideal, and so find a vital God-worthy 
element even in its outwardness, rigidity, and monotonous detail. 
One cannot forget, of course, that a similar line of thought might be 
used to apologise for institutions whose legitimacy and wholesomeness 
are far from generally recognised. Monasticism originated in the 
best and purest intentions. The nun forsakes the world that she 
may be married to Christ. Is this a sufficient defence for life-long 
vows of celibacy, and for an ascetic system that has been proved by 
a long history to have a very dubious bearing on morals ? 

Another apologetic line of thought is sought in the conception of 
Judaism as the sheath to a seed. A degeneracy compared with what 
went before, it was a protecting husk for something better than even 
Mosaism, for the best possible in the sphere of religion. Il# produced 
Pharisaism, but it also prepared the way for Christ. For Christ is 
not to be regarded as a mere antagonist of Judaism. If He be the 
ideal Israelite, He is also the ideal Jew. He denounced the Phari- 
sees, but He did not denounce the Law. He declared that He came 
not to destroy, but to fulfil. There* was that in the tendency of 
Judaism with which lie could sincerely sympathise. If its formalism 
was alien to Ilis spirit, its individualism, combined with its uncon- 
scious drift towards universalism, commended itself to His sympathies. 
In spite of its narrowness, and hardness, and outwardness, the later 
phase of Hebrew piety seems to have had that in it which fostered a 
religion of trust and intimate personal fellowship with God. The 
proof of this is the Psalter^ viewed as mainly the product of the 
post-Exilian times. And because the Psalter serves this purpose, 
those who are concerned to find God in all the various phases of Old 
Testament religion have an interest in accepting the critical hypothesis 
as to its date. We can then regard the Book of Psalms as the star- 
light of the night of legalism. Such in effect is the view taken of 
the Psalter in The Message of Israel.’^ In the Psalms “ we have 
the blossom of the fruit of Judaism, in them the seed of Christianity.” 
It is, indeed, open to any one to raise the question whether the Psalter 
be not connected with Judaism by way of reaction rather than of 
direct result. Is it not the protest of the spiritually minded in 
Israel against the dry, dreary religion of legalism, as Moravian pietism 
was a protest against the fossilised Christianity of Protestant scholas- 
ticism ? It is a sufficient answer to this question to say that, as a 
matter of fact, there is no trace in the Psalter of any such antagonism. 
On the contrary, we find a religion of trust and a passionate love for 
the Law living together in unity and peace. Witness the eighty-fourth 
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Psalm, with its longing for the courts of the Lord and the worship 
there carried on, and its celebration of the blessedness of t^e man 
who trusteth in Jehovah ! 

The foregoing suggestions are, we think, really helpfijl as an aid 
to faith in the Old Testament as containing a divine revelation, when 
read in the light of modern criticism. Thanks are due to the \^riter 
of this book for presenting them in a fresh and forcible manner. 
Thanks are still more due, perhaps, for the clear insight exhibited as 
to where the real difficulty raised by criticism for the believer lies. 
Some worthy persons have found it in the view criticism requires us 
to take of our Lord’s references to Old Testament Scriptures. While 
treating such scruples with all due respect. Miss Wedgwood rightly 
regards them as indicating a very superficial view of the situation. 
The real question, as she states, is : Can the hypothesis of a divine 
education of the Hebrew race be reconciled with the gradual develop-, 
ment of the spirit which rejected Christ ? At first sight, it does seem 
as if the religion of the Hebrews ran the same course as many other 
religions, such, for example, as the religion of the ancient Persians, 
beginning well, ending ill ; beginning in simple pure thoughts of 
God and human duty, ending in ritual and angelology. That natural 
religions sljould run this course does nob surprise us, but may we 
not reasonably look for something better in a religion supposed to 
rise above the plane of Nature ? Help here may be sought from New 
Testament verdicts on Old Testament religion, a topic scarcely touched 
in the work before us. Broadly put, the New Testament view of the 
Old Testament religion is that it was an unsuccessful experiment that 
had to be made to prepare the way for Christ. We cannot rightly 
judge of the Hebrew religion without taking Christ into account. 
The simple fact of history is that from the people that produced 
Pharisaism He came who introduced the perfect religion of the spirit. 
It is also a fact that Pharisaism supplies us with a contrast necessary 
to a full understanding of the spirit and work of Christ. The environ-^ 
ment shows ns the unique Man, it even helped to produce him. 
We could not duly value Jesus of NaTiareth without taking into 
account the religious conditions of His time. On the hypothesis, 
then, that a divine hand was guiding to its ultimate goal the evolution 
of Israel’s religion, we must hold that God produced the environ- 
ment of Jesus not less than Jesus Himself. He provided that there 
should be a foil to set off the supreme worth of the Son of Man ; 
He so guided the course of things that a depressing sense of failure 
in the past should help to make the Great Teacher and Redeemer 
welcome. 

We finish our brief study of this work with a thorough respect 
for the sincerity, earnestness, capacity and tact it throughout evinces. 
It is an eminently interesting volume. Yet it cannot be described 
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as a merely popular book supplying matter for easy holiday reading. 
It calls for study and repeated perusal. It will be specially helpful 
and suggestive to clergymen who know something of criticism and 
feel the ne^d of aid in interpreting Scripture along the new lines. 
Tliey cannot go on much longer dealing with the Old Testament 
literature in the old-fashioned way, as if nothing had happened. 
They must find out a way of popularising critical results, and of 
making the people feel that the Bible still remains a divine book. 
The “ Message of Israel ” will help them to help their people. It may 
not have spoken the last word, or disposed of all questions in a final 
conclusive manner. But it abounds in fruitful hints and stimulating 
suggestions, and it contains some lines of apologetic thought that 
will stand the severest tests. 


A. B. Bkdce, 



THE ARMENIAN QUESTION. 


II.—IN liUSSIA. 


T he close of the preceding paper was occupied by an analysis of 
the elements of the population inhabiting the plateau under the 
rule of Russia : it remains to measure the political system, under 
which the subject peoples live, both with reference to their disposi- 
tions towards it, and to the results material and moral which it may 
be considered to have achieved. It is also necessary, in order to obtain 
some clearer and more definite conception of the political condition of 
the Armenians in Russia, to proceed to an examination of the contem- 
porary position of the Armenian Church, an institution which is at 
once a spiritual organisation, and the centre and stronghold of -Vrmenian 
hopes, and which constitutes a factor of the highest importance in tlie 
consideration of the Armenian question as a whole. 

The administration by Russia of Armenia has been brought to deal 
with races whose more recent political history consists in tJieir passage 
from one domination to another ; and the presence of discontent in 
certain quarters may be regarded as the inevitable outcome of the 
change. The Mussulman adherents of the Turkish dominion share 
with their neighbours of Turkish origin the humiliation of a fallen 
state, and their Turkish sympathies and connections, while they 
excite the suspicions of the Russian Government, dispose them to 
yield to the lightest pressure, and to cross the border into Turkish soil. 
The Armenians, who have supported Russia both in her Persian and 
in her Turkish wars, whose lands were swept by the tide of battle, 
and who can recall the memory of conflicts which extended even to 
the walls of their sanctuary, the cloister of Etchmiadzin, are inclined 
to temper their sentiments of gratitude with the consciousness of the 
services which they rendered, and which many among tliem may be 
disposed to consider have scarcely been adequately repaid. North 
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of the plateau the Georgian races, whose kingdom harassed by 
Mohammedan peoples was driven to seek assistance outside, have not 
yet forgotten the disappointment of the hope which many among 
them had cherished that Ilussian intervention might assume the form 
of a protectorate rather than of a complete absorption of the Georgian 
elemdht into the Russian State. But such regrets and disillusionments 
are but the familiar sequel to the constitution of empire upon a new 
soil, and human nature, under such circumstances, is more prone to 
count the loss than to recognise the gain. Nearly twenty years have 
now passed since Russia completed her subjugation of the Caucasus, 
whose peoples, untamed for so long a period, menaced the base of her 
advance ; order and peace have been given to the country, and life 
and property are safe. Georgian children are no longer sold into 
slavery, and a middle class is forming amongst that people whose 
traditional relation to one another was that of noble and serf. An 
experienced traveller, who visited the Armenian provinces in 1868, and 
passed through the more fertile regions of the country between Kars 
and Kagizman, has left on record a striking picture of the misery of 
those times. He was crossing the district of Shuragel, the ancient 
Shirac of the Armenians, and he speaks of deserted towns and 
villages, of Armenian peasants who clung to their ruined homes with 
a pertinacity of affection which neither poverty nor oppression could 
subdue, of the dispossession of the Christians by the Turkish Beys, 
and of the exactions and forays of the Kurds, which had curtailed 
agriculture and stifled industry, and had reduced both to the extreme 
limit on which human life is able to subsist. If, at the present time, 
the Armenian peasant gathers for himself the crops which he has 
sown, and the restless Kurd consults his safety by a sober respect for 
the law, it is to Russia that the people owe this deliverance from the 
license and anarchy of former years. 

Had the Russian Government confined its energies to the amiable 
and disinterested task of establishing and maintaining public order as 
the guardian of a distracted country and the knight-errant who clears 
the land of thieves, it would have received the ungrudging gratitude 
of the Armenians, until, in the maturity of time, they had learnt to 
walk unaided and to cope alone with those lawless elements which 
might still resist the yoke of law. When that happy state had been 
accomplished it might only be natural to suppose that the progressive 
tendencies of the Armenian would lead him to take counsel with his 
neighbours and friends, to thank his protectors for past benefits, and 
to submit that the continuance of foreign tutelage was neither 
necessary nor desirable in the interests of the further advancement of 
a country to whose welfare they had contributed so much. To the 
Russians such a possible outcome of all their strenuous efforts was 
scarcely calculated to present so rosy an appearance as their ingenuous 
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wards might have expected or hoped^ and, if the advantages which the 
Russian empire offered were not sufficiently apparent by themselves, 
it was necessary to reform and to educate a perversity which sooner 
or later would yield. The Russians are not a commercial people, and 
would be content to see the Armenians conduct the commerce of their 
native country and develop its vast resources could they only collect 
the means ; but only on one condition could they approve and 
encourage such activity : that their subjects should become Russians, 
and that the province should be joined to the Russian empire not 
only by the slender thread of annexation, but by the abiding tie of a 
common patriotism founded on a community of sentiment with them- 
selves. But just at this point the real difficulties of empire arise. 
Races who stand on a low scale in nature have become absorbed into 
the Russian system by the exertion of little further energy than was 
required to ingrain in them that wholesome respect for their northern 
conqueror which the first sharp conflict had inspired ; and the broad, 
expansive Russian character has been able to assimilate them to itself. 
It is different when, whatever the degree of degradation to which 
foreign oppression may have reduced them, a people is conscious of 
elements of vitality which impel them to higher ideals and standards 
than those which guide the powerful protectors under whom they have 
commenced to breathe. An empire which is confronted with such a 
situation has few alternatives among which to choose : if it cannot 
attract the subject people towards it, if it cannot accomplish that task 
of self-change which is more difficult than any which the exercise of 
empire may present, it will sooner or later be driven to adopt the more 
forcible expedients of coercion and repression and to lower the plane 
of civilised life by arresting the race fop progress in which it was 
unfitted to compete. 

Such a political situation can best be gauged and appreciated if we 
approach it from several different points of view. The nature of the 
Russian system, the attitude of the Armenians towards it, the true 
significance of such struggles in the larger issues of the outside 
world — such are various aspects of the general subject which it may 
be well in the interests of clearness to select. The kindness and 
liospitality of the Russian people, the amiable disposition which, in 
spite of official exigencies, makes them wish the traveller well, the 
real desire which a large and increasing number among them 
cherish for social progress at home, are features in the Russian 
character which the shortest acquaintance will recognise with respect, 
and which make for the true advance of Russia as a civilised nation 
among her peers. But the moment that the elements of progress in 
Russia have asserted their right to rule, the Russian system, as we 
know it, will die and disappear, and the laws which govern its 
existence will be subject to new conditions which may make for closer 
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national concentration rather than for expansion abroad. Such 
reflections, although not new, are pertinent in this place. The 
element of finality, always relative, may justly appear in the eyes of 
many Armenians to be wanting to the political system^ and to the 
Government under which they live ; and the abhorrence which that 
system inspires tempts them to convert the thought into a •wish. 
The ultimate outcome of any revolution in the affairs of Bussia is too 
uncertain, and the present evils of her Government are too substantial 
and apparent to induce them willingly to cast in their lot with the 
Kussian people, and to abandon their hope of fulfilling their destiny 
in their own manner and by themselves. 

A people whose commercial activity has brought them into contact 
with the most progressive races of Europe, and whose natural instinct 
renders them eager to assimilate Western thought can scarcely be 
blamed if they chafe under a system which assumes to establish the 
opinions they shall hold and to select the books which they shall read, 
^ and which subjects every action of their daily life to an inquisitorial 
control. Such methods are only the manifestations of a settled and 
uniform plan. The Armenian must sink his individuality and resign 
his initiative into other hands. He must imbue himself with the 
ideas which his rulers have prepared for him, and which may be 
opposed to the tendencies and the capacities with which he has been 
endowed. In such a prospect he recognises nothing to admire and 
much to fear. He sees the more capable races either driven from the 
llussian Empire or made the object of a constant jealousy and 
antipathy rather than of increasing respect. He feels the grip of an 
organisation which is founded on European methods, and commands 
all the resources which those methods provide, but he distrusts the 
hands which wield these weapons, and he is indifferent to the objects 
to which they are turned. Even the material results of such a 
system leave him little to hope beyond what he has attained. The 
resources of the country still lie dormant, and the Government seems 
to lack the means or else the will to turn them to account. He sees 
the rich forests of the terrace land,, which might yield a considerable 
revenue in return for an outlay which would be comparatively small, 
left unexploited and neglected, while shiploads of wood are entering 
the ports to supply the requirements of the oil industry. That 
industry itself he sees promoted by foreign capital in Russian 
guise, while the jealousy of all foreign capital has closed the 
door to its beneficent action in the provinces of his home. 
Not a mile of railway traverses the plateau, and there is scarcely 
a road upon it except such as are rendered necessary by the 
exigencies of the military arm. A few examples of the economical 
condition of these provinces may emphasise and explain such 
statements of a general kind. The two piincipal towns on the plateau 
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are Alexandropol and Erivan: yet the road which joins them 
makes the colossal circuit by the northern shore of Lake Sevanga 
where it meets the main avenue of trafBc between Tiflis and Erivan. 
From a point further west on this roundabout line of communication 
a road has been cut with the laudable object of shortening the dis- 
tance' between the two points ; but the same contempt for the smaller 
and more irksome duties of life, to which we become accustomed in 
purely Eastern countries, has allowed it to fall into ruin by neglect, 
and we are met by the sight, so familiar to the traveller in the East, 
of yawning culverts and broken bridges and parallel tracks which 
have diverged and avoided the perilous surface of the metalled way. 
In Erivan itself, the chief town of a district where capital might be 
turned to the greatest advantage both to the people and to itself, it 
is impossible or difficult to lind a foreign newspaper, while the indus- 
trial skill of the advanced races of Europe is not represented by a 
single foreign enterprise or, so far as I know, by a single foreign 
man of business or industrial employee. Persons who know the 
country well have told me that from the point of view of irrigation, 
so important a requirement in a land which sufiers from want of rain, 
it has gone back since the times of the Persians, who are experts’ in 
such arts. As a consequence of this economical stagnation the 
spectacle is often presented in a country which enjoys security and 
repose of miserable villages, pinched by the scantiest resources and 
in appearance scarcely more prosperous than those on Turkish soil. 
I cannot help thinking that many t)f these evils are due to excessive 
centralisation in the Russian capital. When the Governor of the 
Trans-Caucasian provinces was a Grand Duke residing at Tillis he 
was able to gratify his personal interest in their welfare by the 
exercise of a large measure of independent initiative and control ; at 
the present day the smallest projects are referred to St. Petersburg, 
and are made subservient to the general economic policy whicli 
governs the empire as a whole. But such an explanation serves only 
to display and emphasise the character of the Russian system itself ; 
how small are the prospects which it offers in return for the leaden 
yoke which it brings. 

But the time has not yet come when Russia might consider it 
opportune to apply more drastic methods, and to impose upon the 
newest of her adopted children the full measure of a disciplinary 
riyime. The larger part of the plateau still belongs to another 
master, whose lessons are not so attractive as to turn his pupils from 
the hope of change. It would be the worst policy to alienate by the 
example of severity sympathies which in former wars have stood her 
in such good stead. Meanwhile the Armenians have shown no signs 
of natural inclination to adopt Russian ways of thought. On the 
contrary, they have made use of the greater material prosperity of 
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their fcountry to draw more closely together and to apply themselves, 
now that they can better afford it, to the study of their national 
history and literature and of the purer language of former days. On 
the practical side they may well be satisfied with what ^they have 
already achieved. In every trade and in every profession, in business 
and in the Government services, the Armenian sees himself withdut a 
rival and in full possession of the field. He equips the postal service 
by which you travel, and if you are so fortunate as to find an inn the 
landlord will be an Armenian. If the local governor attaches to your 
service the head of the local police it will be a stalwart Armenian in 
Russian uniform, who will either find you a lodging or a shady garden 
in which to erect your tents. If you remark on the way some well- 
built edifice which aspires to architectural design it will be the work 
of an Armenian builder from Alexandropol. In that town itself, 
where the Armenians are most numerous, the love of building, which 
was so marked a characteristic of their forefathers, has blossomed 
again among kinder circumstances : a spacious cathedral and several 
large churches stand among new stone houses fronted with ambitious 
fa^;ades. In Erivan each richer merchant has lodged himself in an 
agreeable villa, whose Italian architecture will rise from the shade of 
poplars and willows and fruit trees laden with fruit. The excellent 
wine which is found in Erivan is made according to the newest 
methods by an Armenian who has studied for two years in Germany 
the most modern appliances of the industry in Europe. The monetary 
transactions of the country are in the hands of Armenian bankers. 
The skilled workmen, jewellers, watchmakers, carpenters, are Arme- 
nians. Even the ill-miened ofiicer of mounted frontier police, whose 
long association with the wilder elements, Kurds and robbers of 
small and large degree, has lent him the appearance of a chief of 
brigands, will bear, not much to its honour, an Armenian name. The 
large majority of the people do not speak Russian, or speak it very 
imperfectly. Indeed, were it not that the governors and chifef police 
officials of large districts were Russians, and that Cossacks and Russian 
regular soldiers may here and there be seen, the traveller would not 
suspect that he was in a Russian province, and would go the way he 
listed with the most serene composure until he was rudely awakened 
by some abrupt collision with the Russian system and brought to his 
proper mind. As it is, the Armenian has edged out the Russian, and 
if peace were allowed its conquests unhindered he would ultimately 
rule in the land. 

Such a situation is suggestive ; and it ought not to surprise us if 
the Armenian has exercised his oriental imagination upon it in a 
manner less prudent than may be calculated to appeal to the slower 
veined races of the West. The idea of a modern Armenian kingdom 
has set the spark to that national enthusiasm which the perusal of his 

VOL. LXVI. O 



98 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


historical records has fed. The example of Eastern Europe has seemed 
to justify his speculations. When I come to deal with the Turkish 
provinces, I shall endeavour to analyse the premisses on which such 
speculations must rest ; but I do not believe that any such details 
have^ influenced his somewhat more general conceptions, and they 
are not pertinent here. I shall only remark that if we could leap all 
political obstacles and be given the run of the plateau as a whole, 
we should find, as a basis for our political calculations, that the 
Armenians number about one-half of the total population with which 
we should have to deal. The vision of an independent Armenian 
State, could it ever, indeed, be realised, will not appeal to all minds 
alike. Many will see a real danger to human progress in the creation 
of these small States. The national sentiment they would place 
among those realised ideals upon which, as our civilisation widens, it 
is necessary to build anew. The magnitude of the conflict, should 
any of the greater nations enter the arena of war, acts as a wholesome 
preventive to ambitions which the small State is prone to indulge 
on the' least pretence. The gratification of such ambitions causes 
bad administration and ends in bankruptcy, while few of the advan- 
tages which are offered by a great European empire can the people 
of a little country enjoy. Such considerations have great weight, 
and it would probably be well if, whenever it were practicable, our 
political actions were founded upon them ; yet they scarcely apply to 
the present case. The Armenian, who is a convert to such views, 
might justly ask in what quarter he should look. The Turkish 
Empire will not even protect him, and thwarts his activity wherever 
it may ; while, if he turns his eyes to Jiussia, he sees no prospects of 
material advantage which would enable him to rise above the economic 
stage to which he has already attained, and fails to find there, under 
present circumstances, any hope of moral or intellectual gain. Con- 
fronted with such an outlook, he seeks refuge within himself ; and, 
if he consults his more sober perceptions, he will labour in silence 
and without ostentation to supply the requirements which his race 
still needs ; to raise the peasant from his present degradation, to 
purify the Church, to promote the interest of his richer neighbours 
in work for the common good. These are the more legitimate ambi- 
tions which, however tedious, are certain of success, and which will 
establish, whatever be the revolution of politics, his right to influence 
the history of his country as the only stable element of progress in 
the East! 

If, before concluding these reflections, we turn to the broader 
issues upon which such questions bear, and, having examined the 
comparative failure of Eussia in Armenia, consider its significance to 
the larger world, we may find that the very strength of the Eussian 
system as a powerful factor in international life derives from the 
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same character which has denied her victory here. Had Eussia 
through a natural process of attraction been able to draw towards her 
the higher races who stood on her path she would have been a greater 
nation, but perhaps a Iqss formidable force. Eound her* she groups 
the less cultivated peoples, the nomads of Asia, the wanderers of the 
steppe, and arms them with the might of a European organisation 
which the intellect of Europe, impressed into her service, perfects as 
a weapon for her use. The dangers which such results threaten can 
only imperil the improvident and those whose nervous powers are 
unstrung ; but the world has not yet advanced sufficiently to render 
those dangers unreal. The indolence of mind which shrinks from 
facing difficulties and leaves them to solve themselves is not the least 
element of weakness in her neighbours by which she profits and 
through which she grows ; but the victory will now as always bo 
given to those who unite with a higher civilisation a spirit of ‘enter- 
prise still healthy and powers still unimpaired. 

I shall now pass without further preface to the second division of 
my subject, the bearing of which, on the general question, I have 
endeavoured at the commencement of this paper to define — namely, 
to a brief examination of the national Church of the Armenians, its 
relations to the Russian authority, and its place in the national life. 

The supreme ruler of the Armenian Church — the Catholikos^ 
Megerditcli Khrimian — has for many years been in the forefront of 
the Armenian movement, and has more than any man inspired the 
Armenians with a sense of their own dignity and of the worthiness of 
their past. A people whose spirit has been crushed and whose man- 
hood has been degraded gather new life from such a teacher and 
learn to become men. If some of his newest proselytes have displayed 
a zeal for self-assertion at which many have been inclined to smile, 
they may at least console themselves with the reflection that they are 
superior to those of their nation who, where possible, have denied 
their origin and pandered to a misplaced shame. The teacher in mien 
and person justifies his own lessons, and the race may well be proud 
of the example which in him is offered of itself. At the interesting 
ceremony of his consecration, which took place at Jiltchmiadzin in 
October last, it seemed as if at the foot of Ararat the ancient spirit 
were still alive, and that the oil which descended upon that venerable 
head from the beak of a golden dove anointed a law-giver to his 
people who announced the divine word. The stately figure, the 
handsome and engaging face, fine brown eyes, and bold but 
regular features, above a full beard grown grey, are typical of 
the great personal beauty which distinguishes some Armenians, 
but which is often spoiled by a certain coarseness that grows 
with the advance of age. The refinement of a high purpose is 
written in every line of this interesting face, and few men unite to a 
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nobler appearance a greater personal charm. Through a long life he 
has exercised a magnetic influence upon his countrymen, and, while 
he is loved and esteemed by all, he is the object of an almost super- 
stitious veneration on the part of the humble and the poor. When 
I visited his native province, and, as it happened, was winding up 
the slopes of Mount Yarakh to the ancient monastery where he lived 
so long,* teaching in the school which he had founded, and often taking 
this very path from the cloister to preach in the little church of 
Hanguesner, on the outskirts of the gardens of Van, I was shown a 
spot where several years ago an assassin bad lain in wait for him, 
deputed by his enemies to kill him as he rode unaccompanied towards 
the town. The story is told that when the man saw him and raised 
his rifle to his shoulder a sudden fear seized upon him, his arm shook 
like a wand, and he fell on his knees before his victim whose look he 
had been unable to bear. The simple surroundings among which his 
life has been passed recall the setting of a Bible story and place us 
in another age. As I alighted before the house which he once occu- 
pied in Van, and which he has now devoted to a school for girls, a 
man with the appearance and the clothes of a peasant offered to hold 
the reins of my horse ; this was the nephew of the Catholikos and 
the brother of the refined and charming man 'who has accompanied 
his uncle to Etchmiadzin. At the time when within the walls of that 
famous monastery the ceremonies in connection with his accession to 
the patriarchal office were being celebrated, and the courts were occu- 
pied by the staff of the Emperor’s representative, generals and llussian 
oflScials of high degree, I remember one evening to have been called 
into his bedroom where he had retired after the fatigues of the day. 
I entered a bare apartment : beside the wooden Eastern couch a single 
rug was suspended upon the whitewashed wall. The simplicity, 
which in our complex Western life, although often affected, seems 
unreal and untrue, sits naturally upon a personality which has grown 
upon this soil. As a writer he has expressed, through the vehicle of 
a prose which is full of poetry and emotion, conceptions of Scripture 
and thoughts upon the troubles of his times which might have sprung 
from the warm imagination of the early Christians in the East. The 
strong reality which he has given to the old Armenian history is 
shown by an act which those who are wanting in sympathy with such 
a character might almost regard as childish. In his cloister of 
Varakh are buried the remains of Senacherim, king of the Van 
country, who abdicated his kingdom at the will of the Greek Emperor, 
and retired to the town of Sivas, in Asia Minor, which he received in 
exchange. Over his tomb a wooden altar bad been built and decorated 
in a manner befitting royal rank ; but such honours, paid to so 
unworthy a monarch, shocked the keen sense of the patriot in him ; 
he stripped the frame of its ornaments, and the structure stands bare 
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to this day. llis activity has not been confined to the less conten- 
tious sides of life ; it was he who pleaded the Armenian cause at the 
Congress of Berlin. He has often suffered for the fire of his sermons, 
and he was the easiest and most graceful speaker during the festivities 
which followed his elevation to the patriarchal throne. But perhaps 
the most striking quality in a character which presents much to 
admire and love is the ever-willing kindness and open-armed sym- 
pathy with which he shares the troubles of his fellow-men. As the 
throng pressed round him, the holder of their highest office, and 
endeavoured to kiss his hand or gain a glimpse of his face, the mind 
travelled back to that solemn scene in which the old Greek king 
receives his stricken and distracted people : “ Oh ! my poor children, 
known to me, not unknown is the subject of your prayer; well I 
know that you are sore afflicted all ; yet, though you suffer, there is 
not one among you who suffers even as I. For the grief y§u bear 
comes to each one alone — himself for himself he suffers — and to 
none other else ; but ray soul mourns for the State and for myself 
and you.”* 

The Church over which he has been called to rule is at once 
remarkable for its great antiquity and for the steadfastness with 
which through times of great trial its adherents have clung to it. 
It is not part of my present purpose to enter into an historical dis- 
quisition concerning the Armenian Church; but it is important to 
the student of modern politics to obtain some clear conception of its 
dogma and religious standpoint as compared with the Greek Church, 
the Church of Ilussia, on the one hand and that of Home on the 
other. Both these Churches have endeavoured with much persistence 
to effect a union of the Armenian Church with themselves ; but, while 
the Church of Kussia, still nourishes the hope that the whole body will 
come over to her, and, following the example of the neighbouring 
Church of Georgia, will seek within her bosom both spiritual and 
political repose, the Church of Home has been obliged to content her- 
self with the less splendid ambition of making individual proselytes 
chiefly upon Turkish soil. Without hazarding myself or the reader 
for too long a time on the tight-rope of religious dogma, the follow- 
ing account, which I received at Etchmiadzin of the distinctions and 
differences which separate the Armenian communion from those of 
Greece and of Rome, may serve to present a notion which will be more 
imperfect than untrue. While the Armenian Church was represented 
at the Council of Nice and accepts both its dogma and its canons, it, 
on the other hand, expressly rejects Chalcedon in which Council it 
took no part. It therefore differs both with the Greek and with the 
Roman Church on the subject of the natures of Christ. It holds that 
in Christ there is one person, one nature, one will, and one energy, 
* Sophocles, “ QSdipus Tyrannus,’* 1. 58. 
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and its liturgy expresses this dogma in a striking manner in the 
Trisagion, which runs : “ Oh ! God, holy God, mighty God, everlast- 
ing God, who wast crucified for us.” The Armenians have therefore 
been branded as monophysites ; but they reject the heresy of Eutyches 
with as much warmth as the Chalcedonists themselves. Except on 
this point their disagreements with the Greek Church are few : for 
instance, they mix no water in the wine and eat the bread without 
salt. It is rather in the part which religion takes in the daily life of 
the people that an important difference exists : you will not find in 
Armenian rooms those religious pictures, set in encrusted metal, 
which the Enssians, children of the Byzantine Church, place in 
conspicuous positions and lionour with daily reverence as emblems of 
their tutelary saints. On the other hand, as regards Home, the 
dogmatic breach is deeper : the Armenian Church, in common with 
that of Greece, rejects the Fiiioqve. Nor do the Armenians admit 
any cult of the Virgin Mary, although from the number of the 
churches in their country which are dedicated to the Mother of God 
it might be supposed ^^that they also participated in this particular 
homage of the Church of Eome. TJie infallibility of the head of that 
Church they, in common with others, deny. 

The relations of the Armenian Church to the Kussian Government 
are regulated in a long document which received the signature of the 
Emperor Nicholas on March 23, 1830, and which, while reciting the 
internal constitution of the Church and the rules which govern the 
conduct of its own affairs, defines at the same time its privileges and 
its duties in connection with the Russian State. By this document 
Russia accords freedom of worship to the Armenian Church, and 
recognises her as the equal of the other religious bodies which subsist 
under the Emperor’s rule. The clergy are exempt from all civil 
burdens ; but of course they are subject to the civil law in purely 
civil affairs. The spiritual supremacy of the Catholikos of Btchmiadzin 
is recognised ; but Russia emphasises and develops the constitutional 
position of the Synod in the government of the Church, and then 
very wisely frames regulations which aim at making the Synod 
subservient to herself. This Synod consists of four archbishops or 
bishops and four archimandrites all residing at Etchmiadzin ; the 
Catholikos, if present at the sitting, presides. The Emperor fills up 
any vacancy in the body, two names being submitted to him by the 
Catholikos from which to make his choice. The Synod is to meet at 
least twice in each week ; it addresses itself to the multifarious busi- 
ness which pertains to the general government of the Church. In 
matters which are purely spiritual, such as the proper doctrine of the 
Church on a particular point or its ritual, the Catholikos takes 
counsel with the Synod, but need not necessarily accept its advice ; 
and such matters cannot be settled by the Synod during a vacancy in 
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the patriarchal chair. But ia all the other business of Church 
government which comes before the Synod the Catholikos has only 
the casting-vote, which his position as president confers. It is true 
he might act by Bull, and it is also true that according to the 
traditions of the Armenian Church the members of the Synod would 
be expected to obey him as the inferior obeys the superior priest. 
But such action, were it contrary to the resolutions of the Synod, 
would create a situation of great tension, and would in any case be 
a departure from the usual custom by which tlie supreme Patriarch 
acts through his Synod in the general government of his Church. 
The Synod must conduct its attairs according to the Russian laws 
which govern colleges, and it is under the supervision of the Minister 
of the Interior. The Russian Government also appoints a Procureur 
or Controller who speaks both Armenian and Russian and whose 
business it is to reside at Etchmiadzin and to supervise all the decrees 
of the Synod and pronounce upon their legality and their consonance 
with the powers which that body holds. These decrees are headed 
By the order of the Emperor of Russia,” the Emperor being the 
titular head of the Synod. The members of the Chancellery, who 
conduct the clerical work of the Synod, must be chosen with the 
approval of the Russian Gontrollq^r, and at present they work under 
him. Nor is the Catholikos fti a position of complete freedom even 
when he acts with his Synod. lie cannot punish a member of 
Synod or even a diocesan bishop without notifying his intention to 
the Emperor and repeiving his consent. If he happens to have any 
matter pending with any foreign State he must communicate with 
the Emperor through the governor of the province of J^^ivan. If he 
wishes to leave Etchmiadzin for more than four months he must 
obtain the permission of the Emperor through the Minister of the 
Interior; nor can he sanction the absence of a bishop abroad for 
more than the same period without having previously consulted 
the Imperial will. Every bishop of a diocese is appointed by the 
Emperor, to whom the Catholikos presents the names of candidates. 
But perhaps the most serious, because the most insidious, weapon 
against the independence of the Armenian Church ia the provision 
which enacts that a year shall elapse between the death of a 
Catholikos and the election of his successor. This clause was accepted 
with singular want of foresight in a time when travelling was even 
slower than it is now, and when it was difficult to collect the delegates, 
who elect the two candidates among whom the Emperor chooses, before 
a considerable time. In practice it is difficult for a Catholikos to take 
up his position immediately after his election even if the Emperor 
confirms with the greatest promptitude the candidate who has most 
votes, and, as a consequence, a long interregnv/rn ensues during which 
it is possible for the Government to play off one party against another. 
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and to obtain those concessions which might be resisted during the 
occupancy of the chair. 

The method of electing the supreme Patriarch is set forth in the 
same document. On the decease of a Catholikos the Synod sends 
invitations to all Armenian dioceses in Russia and elsewhere, calling 
upon' them to name each two deputies, one clerical and one lay, who shall 
repair to Etchmiadzin within a year. There, in the Church of the 
Illuminator, they first elect four candidates, and then proceed to choose 
two names from among this number, which are submitted to the 
Emperor through the governor of the Caucasus. There are only six 
dioceses in Russia, and the number is not specified of those in foreign 
parts. As a general rule, there are fifty-two dioceses in Turkey and two 
in Persia— namely, those of New Jiilfa and Tabriz. The Armenian 
communities in other parts of the world have not as yet sent delegates. 
In addition to these deputies from the dioceses the members of the 
Synod and seven of the oldest archimandrites in the community of 
l^tchmiadzin are ex-qficio members of the elective assembly. In that 
assembly, therefore, the balance of power lies with the clericals. The 
Emperor, having signified the choice which he has made and in which 
he is influenced by the number of votes which either candidate has 
received, confirms the new Patriarch in his office and receives his oath 
of allegiance through a representative whom he sends to the patri- 
archal seat. The I’atriarch is then consecrated according to the 
customs of the Armenian Church. 

I have dwelt upon these matters at the risk, perhaps, of becoming 
tedious, because the Armenian Church occupies a position of a special 
and peculiar nature in the life of the Armenian people, and is a 
factor of the first importance in the politics of the country at the 
present time. In the first place it is the only stable institution which 
the Armenian people possess. In the next place it provides them, 
speaking generally, with whatever leaders they have. If we allow our 
historical sense to correct and temper our democratic tendencies we 
must recognise the salutary influence which a ruling class must 
exercise upon the life of a nation by reason of its permanent tradi- 
tions, by the habits of mind which it inherits rather than acquires, 
and by the appearance at once glamorous and solid which it presents 
to the outside world. No people, perhaps, have stood in greater need 
of such a class of natural leaders than the Armenians. How much of 
the harassing friction, how many of the silly annoyances to which 
their daily life is subjected might have been mitigated or even avoided 
had they been able to follow men who, while intimately bound up 
with their interests, could speak with the authority of a recognised 
position and act with the experience and discretion which long exer- 
cise of that authority had ingrained ! Nothing is at first sight more 
surprising than the complete want of tact with which so intelligent a 
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people have conducted their relations with the powerful States under 
whose protection — or oppression — ^they live. It may be too general a 
statement, but it is nevertheless materially true, that those who have 
assumed to speak for them are either cringeing time-serv,ers who in- 
spire contempt, or windy fanatics who excite resentment in their 
rulers and promote an ill-founded alarm. Nor are the conditions 
favourable for the rise to eminence of an individual behind wl^m 
might be ranged the solid ranks of the strong and prosperous mimle 
class. The Church alone, at once an asylum and a stronghold from 
which to move, is capable, if provided with the proper material, of 
guiding and controlling the people and of leading along the surest 
channels a movement which must necessarily be peaceful and which 
must look to moral progress for success. But however patriotic the 
Armenian clergy as a body may be, and however keenly they may 
share the national hopes and fears, it can scarcely bo denied that they 
compare most unfavourably with the better among tjieir lay brethren 
in capacity, in education, and in the grade to which they belong. Tn 
the country they are ignorant peasants chosen by the villagers from 
among their own ranks ; in the towns they are not the most promising 
scholars whom the schools send out into the world. On no better task 
could the present Oatholikos bestojv an assiduous activity than on the 
reform of this dangerous state of things. To no more essential object 
could the richer Armenians both in Russia and Turkey contribute 
some necessary support. The career must be made a little more 
attractive than present circumstances permit it to be. If ever in 
every larger village there should reside an enlightened teacher who is 
able to raise the life of his congregation and to minister to their new 
needs, not only would the social welfare of the whole people be pro- 
moted, but an organisation which is of the greatest contemporary 
value to the Armenians and on which the fabric of their nationality is 
based would be saved from the extinction which must ultimately over- 
take it should it continue as it is to-day. 

Intimately bound up with the Church and deriving their organisa- 
tion and permanent revenue from it, the Armenian schools present an 
exception to the general school system of the Russian Empire, but 
amply justify their separate existence by the good work which they 
do. Although the advantages which they offer are as yet very 
imperfectly extended to the country districts, still, where they exist, 
their lay teachers are usually the best educated among the Armenians, 
while many have received their instruction in Europe, principally in 
Germany, and are men of far higher attainments than the standard 
of teaching, which is limited by Government, requires. It will not 
surprise us, when we consider the uniformity at which continental 
educational methods aim and the intimate connection between public 
instruction and the State which the Russian Empire requires, that the 
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career of these schools has been chequered and that their prospects 
of continued existence are not bright. These schools are recognised 
in the long document which I have already cited in connection with 
the Armenian Church, and they, therefore, stand upon a constitutional 
foundation in the Eussian State. But the nature of the education 
which they offer is there defined to be religious and moral, although 
it is added, presumably with reference to the seminaries, that it is 
mSst important for the clerical calling to know the language, the 
history, and the geography of Russia. Whatever the intention of the 
framers of this document may have been, it is certain that for a long 
period after its promulgation, and until the Government took measures 
to limit their scope, the schools which are attached to many of the 
Armenian churches provided a high standard of elementary education 
which was by no means confined to religious instruction or to the 
preparation of candidates for the Church. The degree of instruction 
which a school offers in Russia is defined and understood by the 
number of classes which it has. Each class represents a standard 
and not a convenient numerical division of pupils, and of these classes 
the lowest is the first. Schools of five classes were often attached to 
the Armenian churches, and the scholars who desired to pursue their 
studies still further passed to thb so-called religious seminaries which 
each diocese is permitted to maintain. ‘ In this manner it was possible 
for an Armenian youth to receive all but the highest university educa- 
tion in his native language and in the schools of his own Church. 
In 1884, during a vacancy of the patriarchal chair, a Ukase was 
promulgated which aimed a serious blow at these schools. Every 
Church school which has more than two classes is placed on the same 
basis as a private school, that is to say, the whole of tlie instruction 
which it gives is required to be conducted in the Russian language. 
In the case of a school of two classes only the lessons may be given in 
the Armenian language, but it is obligatory to teach the Russian 
language and, where general geography and history are included, the 
history and geography of Russia must be taught in Russian. The 
curriculum of a school must be submitted to, and approved by, the 
Russian educational authorities, who are also invested with the right 
to apply to the Armenian spiritual government for the dismissal of a 
teacher of whom they do not approve, and, failing redress in this 
quarter, they can place the matter before the governor of the Caucasus, 
who can order as he thinks fit. The seminaries, one of which is 
attached to each diocese and which provide a higher education, are 
exempted from the provisions of this decree, but their object is defined 
to be the preparation of clergymen to meet the requirements of the 
Armenian Church. 

The bitter feelings which this decree aroused among the Armenians 
have not yet subsided, and the policy it foreshadows is plain. Yet 
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the Armenians are not altogether without blame in the matter, and 
their whole treatment of this question has been deplorably wanting 
in skill. The Synod did not accept the decree, but represented that 
its consideration should be allowed to stand over until the, new ruler 
had been chosen, and had taken possession of the vacant chair. The 
Grovemment replied by closing the schools. Nor were they again 
opened until, in 1886, the new Catholikos Makar consented to agree 
to its provisions with some small concession as to the meaning whfeh 
should be attached to the limit of two classes which had been itd]^ed. 
It could scarcely be expected that the Government would for long sit 
quiet while Armenian children were being brought up in ignorance of 
the Russian language and of the institutions of the Russian people ; 
yet no adequate but voluntary measures had been taken to supply 
them with this necessary need. At the present day an order is on 
record, which, although neglected on a former occasion, has been 
renewed, that every teacher in an Armenian school shall be furnished 
with a certificate from the Russian pedagogic seminary, and shall 
have passed in the Russian language the necessary examination 
which entitles him to receive this award. This order will come into 
force during the present year, but how many of the teachers will 
have complied with its provisions,, o!* be within measurable distance 
of complying with them is a* matter upon which I prefer not to 
speculate, but to guard in silence the impression which I received. 
Meanw’hile, the Russian school system is extending itself in the 
country, and you may visit schools in which the teachers, although 
Armenians, have been students in the Russian pedagogic seminary at 
Erivan. In these schools the instruction is given in Russian, and is 
governed by the general’ regulations which are in force in Russian 
elementary schools. The Armenian Church schools are limited to 
two classes, and the higher schools which formerly existed have not 
been re-opened under the new conditions which have been established 
by the decree. 

If, from this plain statement of fact, I may be permitted to proceed 
to a suggestion, it will be that the Armenians should to a far greater 
extent make use of their educational organisation to supply the un- 
doubted requirements of their Church. It is not enough that the 
members of their monastic order should have received a seminarial 
education; no clergyman should be ordained who has not attained 
the same or a similar grade. The academy at Etchmiadzin is 
admirably equipped to provide the centre for such instruction, and 
there are seminaries at Erivan and Tiflis. I shall not examine too 
curiously how many of the scholars of these institutions proceed to 
holy orders in their Church ; yet that Church is the real and tenable 
stronghold of Armenian nationality, and might be made a more 
efficient minister to social and national needs. H. P. B. Lynch. 
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A ll geologists agree that ice plays a part in sculpturing the 
features of the earth, but they differ as to the extent and 
importance of its work. For instance, some believe that the “northern 
heights of London ” once formed the southern limit of an ice-sheet, 
which began its journey in the mountain districts of Scotland and of 
Scandinavia ; some, that glaciers excavated, not only the tarns in 
corries, but even the great sub-Alpine lakes, while others restrict the 
area occupied by continuous ice and minimise its erosive powers. For 
full thirty years, since the publication of the late Sir A. Eamsay's 
memorable paper,* the origin of lake-basins has been a standing dish 
in geological controversy. He attributed them to the erosive action 
of ice, and his hypothesis, at first, won many adherents. Then it 
seemed to be losing favour, till at the end of last year its defence 
was undertaken by Dr. A. R. Wallace.f Against a champion so 
formidable I should be afraid to enter the lists did I not i:emember 
that his laurels were won on fields where heat is the rule, and cold 
the exception. Of this I think some signs appear in his ingenious 
apology for the efficacy of glaciers. I^hat reads like the plea of a 
skilful advocate, who has mastered his brief and read up his subject, 
and yet fails to feel the force of either a difficulty or a general 
argument quite so readily and so keenly as a man whose knowledge 
has been gained by personal experience. 

Be this as it may, we are indebted to Dr. Wallace for defending 
with remarkable force and acumen the claim of glaciers to be the 
excavators of the great sub- Alpine lakes. Nevertheless, his argu- 
ment occasionally appears to me inconclusive, and so, as my name 

♦ Quarterly Journal of tlit Gejoloykal Society ^ vol. xviii. p. 185. 
t Fortnitjlithj ]UHeu\ Nov. and Dec, 1893. 



DO GLACIERS EXCAVATE? 


109 


1 * 

occurs several times in the course of his article, I venture to offer 
some criticisms on it, though conscious of the difficulty of deaKng 
with so complicated a subject in the space of a few pages. Through- 
out I shall speak for myself — fellpw-workers with whost^ views on 
glacial geology I generally agree may differ from me as to particular 
points, or I from them. 

Accordingly, to prevent misunderstanding, and to clear the ground, 
I must once more repeat that I have never refused to accept certain 
rock-basins as the work of glaciers. These, however, I believe to be 
rather small and shallow, and generally in somewhat exceptional 
situations, like the tarns in corries. Some of the lakelets so plentiful 
in districts like Sweden and Finland may have a similar origin, 
though with these difficulties begin to arise. The origin of many of 
the Cambrian, Cumbrian and Highland lakes seems to me a moot 
question, and one where the shield sometimes may have two sidep. 
But I maintain that glaciers have had practically nothing to do with 
the formation of the larger Alpine lake-basins. Thus the question 
between us is one of degree, of where the line is to be drawn between 
the work of glaciers and the results of other agents. 

Again, Dr. Wallace appears to me sometimes to fail to distinguish 
between (flrasiun and ernsi<m, as.\^hen he challenges me either to 
deny that the major part of the North German drift comes from 
Scandinavia or to admit that the erosive action of glaciers is great. 
Surely I might grant the one and yet deny the other : for we could 
obtain the same quantity of debris from a block of stone, either by 
chiselling off one of its edges or by chipping a hollow in one of its 
faces. But he also falls into the common error of supposing that the 
quantity of debris extruded from beneath a glacier is a measure of its 
excavatory (erosive) power. In disproof of a statement “ that the 
action of glaciers is entii;ely superficial and that they actually preserve 
the surfaces they cover from denudation” * he refers to Dr. Fenck's 
estimate of the quantity of mud brought down by the torrent from 
the Aar glacier as a proof of the amount of rock which is being re- 
moved from its bed. But he forgets some important facts. From 
the crags on either side earth and dust fall upon the surface of the 
glacier, part of which ultimately makes its way to’ the bottom ; dobris, 
fine and coarse, is hurried down by streams from lateral snowbeds 
and glaciers, and is carried at last beneath the ice into the main tor- 
rent. The very stones which do the work of grinding the bed of the 
glacier must be also worn away, sometimes, perhaps, quite as fast as 
the rock itself.f Again, when a glacier first invades a new territory, 

* As this statement is coupled with my name I may say that it is inexact as a sum- 
mary of my views. * 

t Docs not the fact that the stones which have travelled beneath ice arc so often 
sub-angular indicate that usually the amount lost by them has not been very great, 
and if so, the effect produced on the bed of the glacier has been on a similar scale '! 
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it must often find the surface covered with loose debris, large and 
small,, and this, if it is to begin rubbing away the subjacent rocks, 
must first be swept away and carried on by the advancing ice. It is 
only when^the whole region has been buried for long beneath an ice- 
sheet that the mud in its effluent streams approaches to being a 
measure of sub-glacier abrasion or erosion. To some extent, indeed. 
Dr. Wallace has receded from this position/ but I think that had he 
been familiar with glaciers from personal experience it would not have 
been left for a friend to indicate the unsoundness of the argument. 

As I have not seen the North German boulder clay, I will say no 
more on the question of its origin than that I do not feel bound to 
admit that, though this drift may be a result of ice-action, it has 
been deposited by an ice-sheet ; for it not seldom happens that I am 
unable to understand how certain glacialists have arrived at their 
conclusions concerning facts with which I also am acquainted. I 
shall, therefore, restrict myself to discussing the boulder-clay of Eng- 
land, which deposit seems to be regarded by Dr. Wjillace as a proof that 
a very large part of this country was buried beneath a moving sheet 
of ice. That the condition of some parts of Great Britain was once 
generally similar to that of the more southern portion of Greenland 
I admit, but the real question at issue is this — How far did the 
British glaciers, even if they sometimes became conlluent, advance 
beyond the mountainous regions into the lowlands, and what deposits 
are directly due to them ? Owing to the calls of other work I heave 
never found leisure to piece together the observations made from 
time to time, during a period of some twenty-five years, and to track 
the ice continuously from the “gates of the hills” over the lower 
ground ; hence I cannot venture to fix the exact limit of the land- 
ice at any given epoch, and must deal with the question by selecting 
certain places at which the detrital material, as it seems to me, cannot 
have been deposited by an ice-sheet. 

Before doing this I must call attention to the following important 
facts which, as he makes no reference to them, I think must have 
escaped Dr. Wallace’s notice. In Arctic regions, at the present day, 
great quantities of debris, and even large masses of rock, fall every 
winter from the cliffs on to the ice-foot, and even on to the edge of 
floes. Besides this, boulders, shingle, and other material on the shore 
are frozen into the ice, and this is worked up and down by the action 
of tide or wind, so that pebbles are striated and other effects of 
glaciers imitated. Thus, a boulder-clay in itself is no proof of the 
former presence of an ice-sheet. Other considerations must also be 
taken into account before the question can be decided. The “ foot 
and the floe ice, at the break-up of the winter, get loose and drift 

* See his letter in Nature (January 4, p. 221). Here also the confasion already 
noticed is exhibited in the words the clayey element in it [the drift from Scandinavia] 
would be due to erosionN It might be ecjually- due to abrasion. 
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away from land, often bearing with them in-frozen boulders and even 
the material which has slipped from the cliff*. There is no evidence 
of which I am aware to prove that an ice-sheet, under any circum- 
stances, ever uproots considerable masses of rock. Its erosive action, 
if such there be, must be mainly a process of rubbing and scraping. 
When large masses have been transported by it they must have fallen 
from crags on to its surface — that is, they belong to glaciers rather than 
to an ico-sheet proper, which buried the greater part of the region. 

Proceeding then to English examples, let us glance first at the 
noted instance of the “till” and “contorted drift” at Cromer. The 
one is a mass of more or less sandy clay, full of rounded and sub- 
angular pebbles of chalk, of leas worn fragments of flint, with other 
stones and boulders, some of which have travelled far, perhaps even 
from Scandinavia ; the latter consists of stratified sand and gravel, 
often exhibiting strange contortions, in which are embedded huge 
masses of chalk, both solid and remtuiU^ and of gravel, presumably 
frozen when it was transported. These probably have not travelled 
far, and might be easily detached from cliffs by the action of frost, 
as described above ; but if they were torn up by an ice-sheet it must 
have rooted like a pig. The sand and gravel, with which they are 
almost exclusively associated, precisely resemble those usually referred 
to the action of currents. At ftst, however, these must have often en- 
closed very large masses of ice — rafts which have foundered with their 
load of boulders — and as this ice slowly melted, its disappearance would 
cause flexures, distortion, and slipping in the stratified gravel. There 
is nothing in the structure of the till itself adverse to the idea that it has 
been deposited under water. It rests on a light-coloured stratified sand, 
which is practically undisturbed, and the clmnge from this to the clay 
is not more rapid than is often seen in ordinaiy bedded rocks. Occa- 
sionally also the till and the overlying sand occur in very regular and 
thin alternating bands. To attribute the Cromer drifts to an ice- 
sheet constantly leads to contradictory conclusions; for this would » 
oblige us to assume, in the same cliff, now that the ice ploughed up 
loose materials, and now that it passed over them without producing 
any disturbance. 

In the neighbourhood of Wellington (Shropshire) I have seen 
boulder-clay resting on and even interlaminated with an undisturbed 
stratified sand, which contains marine shells, more or less broken. 
In Leicestershire boulder-clay rests, now on Keuper marl, now on 
various hard rocks ; but the former seems undisturbed, the latter are 
not rounded. Yet, though I have never seen a characteristic ice- 
worn rock in all the Charnwood district, boulders from it have been 
distributed, especially towards the south and south-west, as far as 
twenty miles away. 

Dr. Wallace refers to the great streams of erratics which can be 
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traced from certain centres over various parts of Britain. But to 
attribijte these to land-ice involves us in constant difficulties. One 
example may suffice to indicate the general character of these. 
Boulders of granite from Shapfell are found on the eastern coast, 
between Scarborough and the Humber, and are scattered over the 
vale of York. How they managed to cross Stainmoor, which is in 
places more than a hundred feet above the highest outcrop of the 
granite, is a puzzle on any hypothesis ; but if we invoke the aid of 
an ice-sheet, we must suppose this to have travelled roughly from 
west to east right across the path of the still larger mass w^hich was 
coming from the north. 

The boulder-clays not unfrequently contain foraminifers and marine 
shells ; but the latter, as they are commonly broken, are supposed to 
have been caught up and transported by the advancing ice from the 
sea-bed (possibly then dry land). If so, we must concede that moving 
ice does very frequently erode soft materials. Of late years the same 
explanation has been applied to certain shell-bearing gravels which 
are closely associated with boulder-clays. One of these, mentioned 
by Hr. Wallace, at Mo^l Tryfaen, is over 1300 feet above the sea. 
Here the stratified sand and gravel is overlain by boulder-clay. I 
know the place well, and stood for some time last September on the 
summit, trying to understand, but wifHout success, how such a mass 
of material could bo carried uphill from the sea by even the biggest 
of ice-sheets ; how it either retained or re-acquired stratification, by 
what path the ice came and what caused it to move uphill.* More- 
over, notwithstanding what Dr. Wallace says, I remained convinced 
that the ice from the North Sea would have been kept at bay by the 
native ice and snow of Wales.f But the case of Gloppa, over which 
Dr. Wallace passes lightly, is yet more difficult. Here is an exten- 
sive mass of stratified gravel, over sixty feet thick, more than thirty 
miles from the sea and 1100 feet above it, containing at least sixty 
♦species of shells, many of them uninjured. Other instances might 
easily be given, such as that at Wellington, though this, perhaps, is 
the strongest ; but we may add that the frequent intercalation of 
bedded sands, &c., in the British boulder-clays, is not easily explained 
on the hypothesis of land-ice. Is it not also somewhat inconsistent 
to claim a considerable elevation of the land in early glacial times and 
yet to dispute a submergence during them, as if it involved an a 
jfriori improbability ; especially when it is generally admitted that, 

* Dr. Wallace seems to think it has been denied that ice can vndar avy circum- 
stances move uphill. Certainly I have never said this. What 1 assert is that there 
must be an adequate cause, and this, in many cases where such motion is alleged, 
appears to me to be wanting. 

t Dr. Wallace states that a riebeckite rock from Ailsa Craig has been found at Moel 
Tryfaen. What I found a})j)ears to me more like that of Mynydd Mawr, in the 
immediate neighbourhood. But the presence of the former is as exjdicable on the 
one hypothesis as on the other. 
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even in Britain, there has been subsequently some upheaval, and this, 
in other countries, has often reached 600 feet and sometime? twice 
that amount. 

But the argument on which, perhaps, Dr. Wallace chiefly relies is 
that lakes, of a particular kind, are abundant in mountain regions 
which have been glaciated, but not in others. This argument was, 
indeed, employed in Sir A. Eamsay’s original paper, but it has never 
before been presented in such detail or with so much force. 

Before discussing it, I may remark that Dr. Wallace errs in sup- 
posing that I have asserted the Alpine lake-basins to be older than 
the glacial epoch, for, so far as I can remember, I have never made 
any such statement, and for several years have entertained strong 
suspicions that they are not so. But, as the expression of this 
opinion, in the present state of the evidence, would have made an 
excellent “ red herring ” in the controversy, I have carefully abstained 
from committing myself to either view. Another minor point in his 
argument is also an assumption — viz., that the movements of the 
earth’s crust during mountain -making are exqeedingly slow. As I am 
no “ convulsionist,” I am willing to admit that this is possible ; but, 
so far as the evidence goes, it points rather in the opposite direction — 
viz., that ages of comparatively rapid upheaval have alternated with 
periods either of repose, or more often of slow movement in the 
opposite direction. 

Proceeding, then, to Dr. Wallace’s main argument, we find that the 
production of a lake-basin is attributed to a combination of favourable 
conditions, so that the absence of it may be due to various causes. 
For instance, if the slope of a valley be uniform, then this will be 
equally deepened ; but when it becomes nearly level, at the foot of a 
more marked descent, then excavation commences. In this statement 
there is, I believe, a certain truth ; but, if that be the explanation of 
lako-basin§, they should be much more abundant, for similar changes 
of level are by no means uncommon features higher up the valleys. * 
To the general question of the amount of abrasion which must be 
assumed we shall presently return. 

We pass, then, to a more direct argument, which is thus stated : 

“ If we look at the valley-lakes of our own country and of Switzerland 
the first thing that strikes us is their great length and their situation, 
usually at the lower end of the valley, where it emerges from the 
higher mountains into comparatively low country.” Of these state- 
ments the first is generally true, though it is not without exceptions, 
such as Orta and Zug. Moreover, if the larger lakes, as I suppose, 
have been formed by flexures in the beds of pre-existing valleys, I 
expect to find them generally long in proportion to their breadth. 

The difficulty, why each of the great Alpine valleys is not provided 
with a lake, since each was traversed by a great glacier, is thhs met. 

VOL. LXM. II 
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Since ice is not a very plastic substance, it may not always touch the 
bed of & narrow valley, but may rest upon the sides, and form a kind of 
arch. It is quite true that ice, as a rule, seems to succeed in bridging 
over a very^harrow ravine, but, after careful study of this question, I 
have no hesitation in saying that a glacier has usually reached the 
bottom of any ordinary V-shaped valley, even when its sides are 
pretty steep. To this matter I shall return, for it has an important 
bearing on the general question of the effect of glaciers. In the next 
place, Dr. Wallace explains the absence of a lake-basin at the opening 
of the Dora Baltea valley by saying that they formerly existed at 
Aosta and Verrex. But this does not apply to the valleys of the 
Stura and the Adige, and further, seeing that a branch of the Ehine 
glacier could erode the Wallen See, before proceeding to help in 
making the lake of Zurich, we can hardly hold that some youthful 
energy on the part of the Dora Baltea glacier is an excuse for senile 
inactivity. Moreover, these early efforts in basin-making (I know 
the district), if they existed, were comparatively unimportant. 

Dr. Wallace, as it seems to me, really fails to meet the difliculty 
which the singular form of the Lake of Lugano presents to a glacial 
erosionist. The size of its drainage area is of little importance ; the 
watershed to the north is no doubt jQpoderately high ” — suflSciently 
so to stop the inroads of ice from the main chain, but not high enough 
to give rise to local glaciers of great magnitude on its southern slopes. 
Suppose, however, we admit that an offshoot of the Oomo glacier did 
trespass on the area of the lake via Porlezza — a route which would 
demand considerable plasticity in the ice, as a glance at a map will 
show — must we alsd assume that it bent back northwards round the 
headland of Morcote ? Did it then descend the Tresa, or did an off- 
shoot from the Maggiore glacier come’ up that valley to help it in 
grubbing out the basin west of the Monte Salvatore ? The ice of the 
glaciers which excavated the basins of wriggling ljugano and forked 
Como must at any rate have been a tolerably plastic substance. 

It is urged, further, that the greatest lakes, as Geneva, Constance, 
and Maggiore, lie in the paths of the greatest valleys — f.c., of the 
largest ice-streams. To the last-named lake Dr. Wallace attributes a 
maximum depth of 2500 feet,* and says : “ Geologists will probably 
not think 30,000 years an extravagant estimate for the duration of 
the glacial period” (it may be remembered that these lake-basins 
were covered only during the epoch when the glaciers attained their 
largest dimensions), “ in which case an erosion of only an inch in a 
year would be suflScient.” I think Dr. Wallace would find it very 
difl5cult to prove that a glacier would remove the ordinary Alpine 
rocks at such a rate as this ; but letting that pass, I must remark 

Dr. Wallace has consulted some recent authority which I have not come 
across. Those with which 1 am acquainted give the maximum depth at only about half 
this amount. 
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that if the glaciers were at work for 30,000 years, and could erode, 
nnder circumstances of moderate provocation, an inch in a year*, they 
must have produced very striking effects on the upper valleys of the 
Alps. How far they have so done we shall presently see. 

Dr. Wallace then calls attention to three criteria by which basins of 
glacial erosion are distinguished from ordinary valleys. In the first 
place, they never present those peculiarities of contour which are not 
infrequent in mountain valleys and never exhibit either submerged 
ravines or those jutting rocky promontories which are so common a 
feature in hilly districts. But what are we to say to the rocky head- 
land of Sermione with its steep scarp looking up the Lake of Garda ? 
I could mention other cases. But ought lakes to show submerged 
ravines ? Apart from the likelihood of these becoming filled up with 
mud more rapidly than the wider part of the basin and being thus 
obliterated, this structure — sloping sides descending to a ravine — is 
always a great rarity when a valley has begun to open out, and so is 
the last form to be expected in the beds of lakes near “ the gates of 
the hills.” But I am surprised to find Dr. Wallace referring to 
M. Delebecque’s Atla^i drs Imcs Fmnraift in support - of his views. 
These maps show that the contours of the surrounding hills are 
generally repeated beneath the .water ; but for this, if the basins be 
scooped out by ice, there seems no reason. For instance, the bed of 
the Lake of Geneva descends rapidly beneath the steep mountains at 
its upper end, and continues deep, though with a more gentle gradient, 
opposite to the more open region around Lausanne. In the Lac de 
Bourget the contour lines are crowded together beneath the steep 
slopes of the Mont du Chat. In the lake of Annecy a headland and 
Island occur at Duingt right in the path of the ice-stream, and a buried 
steep-sided hill, about IGO feet high, at the Grot de Chatillon. Be- 
sides these, how could a glacier excavate that extraordinary round hole, 
about the same depth below the general level of the lake- bed, at Bour- 
bioz, near Annecy ? If this is a “ giant’s kettle,” it is indeed a monster. 
Then what shall we say to the strangely irregular form of the Ijac 
d’Aiguebelette. Its broadest part is interrupted by the shoal carrying 
the Grande and the Petit lie. From this its. bed descends — ap- 
parently in the most open part of the lake — to a depth of 233 feet. 
Look also at the snakelike form of the Lac des Brenets, about 
100 feet deep, with the curious bifurcation at its upper end ; through 
one arm of which the channel of the Doubs can be traced into the 
deeper part, separating a bed generally about 15 feet below the 
surface, while the other arm forms a backwater. This single sheet of 
the Atlas shows what varied forms these lakes can assume, and the 
work as a whole presents to us a number of basins, some lying in 
the path of the great ice-streams, others quite out of it, others 
again in regions which only can have been invaded very incompletely 
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or for a short time by a glacier, and of these certain lie transverse to 
its path and parallel with protecting ridges. 

This is the second critical character : that “ Alpine lake-bottoms, 
'whether large or small, frequently consist of two or more distinct 
basins, a feature which could not occur in lakes due to submergence 
unless there were two or more points of flexure for each depression, 
a thing highly improbable even in the larger lakes, and almost 
impossible in the smaller.” These undulations in many cases only 
amount to a very few yards and may be due to the unequal deposit 
of d6bris from retreating glaciers, but, in the more important cases of 
the larger lakes, what is there wonderful in finding undulations in a 
line of general flexure ? These are very common in regions where 
rocks have been bent. Is Dr. Wallace’s hypothesis free from difficul- 
ties ? Suppose the Lake of Lucerne to have been scooped out by 
glaciers, we may fairly ask for an explanation of the Kiissnacht arm. 
Granted that the moderate ice-contingent from the direction of the 
Brunig Pass may have produced some deflection in the Reuss glacier 
(which must have taken the same path as the river), this could hardly 
have forced the latter to send out an offshoot almost at right angles to 
its general course. We are thus landed in the old difficulty about 
the origin of the Lake of Zug, 650*feet deep. Did the aforesaid 
ofl’shoot descend from the top of the “ Hollow Lane,” or was the work 
done by an arm, sent oft’ at Brunnen, which first scooped out the Lake 
of Lowertz ? Here is a basin, deep for its size, just at a place where 
we should expect the ice to be least active ! 

The third characteristic assigned to lakes of erosion is this ; the 
contour lines in most Kver- valleys run up the tributaries for a certain 
distance, so that on taking them at heights of “ two or three, or five 
hundred feet above the river,” these would “ form a series of notches 
or loops of greater or less depth at every tributary stream with its 
entering valley or deeply cut ravine,” but in the lakes’ of glaciated 
districts, the water never forms inlets up the inflowing streams, but 
“ all of them, without exception, form an even junction with the lake 
margin just as they would do if flowing into a river.” As an illus- 
tration diagrams are given of the Dart and the valley of the Tweed, 
(contour line of 700 feet) on the one side, and of Ulleswater and 
Como on the other. Quite so, but Dr. Wallace forgets that mountain 
streams bring down great quantities of debris into the lakes in ques- 
tion. The deltas from these have made the shores generally even, 
nay, sometimes have trespassed upon the lake. But on examining 
the contour lines on the hill-sides, let us say up to 700 feet above 
the water, we should find the usual loops. Perhaps it may be said 
that these curves are above the water-line ; yes, but apart from the 
fact that some of the lakes once reached a higher level, can we suppose 
that such huge moving masses of ice restricted their energies only to 
the area now covered by water and produced no effect on either side ? 
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Lastly, we come to the general argument founded on the occur- 
rence of these valley-lakes in the marginal zones of glaciated mountain 
regions. Here, notwithstanding the ingenuity of his arguments, 
Dr. Wallace seems to me to have failed in discovering characteristics 
peculiar to the larger lakes in glaciated regions and distinguishing 
them from lakes which are not claimed as products of ice-erosion. 
In the Alps, for instance, Zug and Orta seem specifically identical 
with the Egeri See and the Lago di Eitom, and are cgmparatively 
short lakes. It is the long valley-lakes which appear to be less common, 
so far as I know, in other regions ; but it is singular that those lakelets 
which we should agree in attributing to ice more usually are roughly 
ovoid in form. But if we argue from shape, why should we not claim 
the Lake of Capernaum and the Dead Sea as the work of the Lebanon 
glaciers ? The former is short, and the latter in olden time was long 
enough, and both are not ill situated for the action of ice, if only it 
could be got into the Jordan valley ! Or where are we to draw the 
line in North America, where the lakes are of all shapes ? Keduce 
the scale of Erie or of Ontario, or even of Michigan, and they would 
compare well with some of the Alpine lakes. Glacialists, indeed, 
have cast longing eyes upon the region of the great American lakes, 
but this has been shown by l^rofessor Spencer and others to be a 
submerged river system, in which ‘differential movements have occurred 
at comparatively late dates. I am surprised that Dr. Wallace has 
not referred to this question. 

Again, though it is a fact that lakes are common in certain 
glaciated regions, this is not conclusive. There are curious tarns on 
the uplands of Brazil where are no traces of glaciation, and lakes in 
parts of India, according to Mr. E. D. Oldham,* out of the reach of 
glaciers. They are by no means universal in glaciated regions, for 
if we rule the Pyrenean glaciers out of court as inefficient to erode — 
though one of them was forty-four miles long, and they came down 
to the lowland in places very suitable for digging — what can we say 
to those lakes which either lie out of the paths of great glaciers, 
or where these can have had little influence ? Can the puny local 
ice-streams of the Jura, if such there were, have dug basins, when 
their larger brethren in the Pyrenees were helpless ? But why not 
attribute Nicaragua and Titicaca, and the lakes in San Domingo and 
Porto Eico, in Celebes and Tasmania, to glacial action ? I know these 
only from maps and descriptions, but I cannot see how they differ 
in shape from Alpine lakes. In the last island, glaciers have existed, 
but they never can have been very important. t I must continue to 
plead that 1 cannot distinguish, except for size, the lakes of Africa 
and the basin of the Sea of Marmora, from some of the greater Alpine 
lakes. 

* Nature, vol. xlix. (1893) p. 30, c/. ibid, p. 197. 

t On this ijoint see Sir H. Howorth’s letter, ibid, p. 30. 
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Lastly, T repeat my statement that in districts which have been 
abraded by ice we find no evidence that very great quantities of rock 
have been removed, even in valleys which have been traversed by the 
largest ice-streams. I know from personal examination almost every 
important* valley in the Alps, and coaid fill, were it necessary^ 
pages with extracts and diagrams from my note-books to justify this* 
statement ; but as this would be wearisome, I content myself with 
repeating, i/ possibly with greater emphasis, for I have made further 
studies, the words used in my lecture last spring.^* After describing 
the valley of the Aar above the Lake of Brienz, I continue : 

“ Perhaps no district in the Alps exhibits the traces of ice-action on a 
grander scale, yet these have been only superimposed upon and modify the 
features of fluviatile erosion. Yet the contours of ice-action .... can be 
traced almost down to the very surface of tlie torrents. But the Haslithal 
is not at all an exceptional case. J have examined almost every important 
valley which leads up into one of the greater groups of crystalline peaks in 
the Al])s, with the same result - namely, that the major features, whether in 
crag, rock, slope, or l idge, are those of the ordinary processes of meteoric 
and fluviatile erosion, the minor only })eing due to glacial action. Hence it 
follows that when the ice first emerged from the fastnesses of the central 
peaks, it descended valleys corresponding in their main outlines wdth those 
which still exist, say nearly idcaitical in depth and breadth ; but at the same 
time every crag was I’oiigh, every ridge w^as sharp or siumte. The ice took 
possession of the region. It i*iisped and rubbed, and wdien it finally disap- 
peared the rock surfaces were worn and defaced like the sculpture of some 
bas-relief wdiicli has been trodden under foot till only the main outlines of 
its design can be distinguished. ^Fhc Yal Bregaglia, the Yal Mastalone, the 
Yal Anzasca, the valley of the Branse, and many others liavo aflbi’ded me 
the clearest proofs that the ice has occupied without materially deepening, 
excavating, or modifying the glens. Ci’ags which as it advanced must have 
risen up like peel-towers fiom the floor of the valley have been buried deep- 
below the frozen mass, and have emerged, W’^orn, rounded, scored, but only 
so far changed as to have become humps.” 

Hence, notwithstanding Dr. Wallace’s ingenious advocacy of the 
erosive power of glaciers and ice-sheets, I maintain that these can 
excavate only under the most favourable conditions, and then but to a 
limited extent, and that they are proved by a close study of the Alpine 
peaks and valleys to have been incapable of hollowing out the great 
lakes of that chain. In effect he asks us to believe that an agent 
which has failed to do more than modify the physical features over 
which it has passed, even when concentrated between the mountain 
slopes, which has failed to give any signs of excavating power except 
under circumstances peculiarly favourable, should be able, when it has 
reached a milder climate, is moving down the gentlest slopes, and is 
beginning to spread out laterally, to excavate basins in solid rock, 
not a few miles in length and hundreds of feet in depth. Truly this 
would be like an old man’s effort to make up for the lost opportunities, 
of a wasted life. T. G. Bonkev, 


The Geoff rajpJiicalJournali June 1893. 
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I HAD never been to Hampstead Heath, so finding myself the 
other day on “ the Northern Heights/' disappointed in an 
engagement that I had thought had been made, and with the day 
all before mo, I went on up the hill, and by a charming approach 
came out from under some beautiful old elms on to a roadway brilliant 
with rhododendrons and iris .in Tull bloom, and so upon the famous 
'Eath. Hardly a soul was in sight ; the day w^as perfect, with an 
unclouded sun and scarcely a breath of wind, and I had all the 
landscape to myself. And what a beautiful landscape it is. Standing on 
the crest of the hill I could look away across Middlesex into H ertford- 
shire, lying tranquil and green under the sunlight, and over the spires 
and towers of churches, with here and there a house-top showing 
among the noble groups and groves of trees, and I could not help 
'thinking of the Pilgrims when in their Progress they came to the 
hill that is called Delectable and, from its summit, overlooked the 
pleasant valleys. It was on such occasions that thi worthy Christiana 
used to thank the Lord. 

(Jlose by was a little pond. A single yacht becalmed in the middle 
and one retriever swimming hopefully about in search of a stick that 
had never been thrown, had the pond all to themselves, till a 
butcher’s boy, all in Neptune’s azure garb,” came with his cart and 
drove through it, giving the yacht a friendly shove on its voyage with 
his whip as he passed and the retriever a renewal of its dwindling 
hope by deceitful gestures of stick-throwing. The butcher’s horse 
took its pleasure, a sensible beast, very slowly, and like Pharaoh’s 
chariots in the fatal sea the wheels drave heavily. But at last it 
reached the “ splash,” and creeping emergent out from the deep all 
glistening wet like some sea-horse cart-ihonster, started refreshed 
along the highway. And a terrier came to look at the retriever and 
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barked at it exceedingly. Why do the dogs out of the water always 
bark so excitedly at the dogs that are in it ? Is it that they are 
rejoicing over the chances of the swimmer being drowned, or are 
they exhorting him to save himself from a watery grave by coming 
out on to dry land ? Or is it from mere excitement, such as possesses 
human beings at a horse-race or a fire? This is one of the few 
occasions on which a dog barks unintelligibly. You cannot under- 
stand what the little dog on the bank is saying about the big one in the 
water. That he means something, and means it very much, is out of 
all question. Sometimes it sounds like pure joy, for its voice is as that 
of a dog going out for a walk with its master, but if so, v'hy should 
the little dog on the bank be joyous ? What is there in the spectacle 
of another dog swimming about and snuffing like a porpoise, to 
conduce to such immoderate gaiety in the onlooker ? At other times 
the bark is quarrelsome and assertive, as if the dog in the water were 
doing something that was outrageous and contrary to the peace and 
law, and ought to be suppressed. And when the swimmer comes 
out, note the attitude of the other dog. He approaches the wet one 
stiffly as if about to put some serious question to him, but the big 
dog suddenly shakes himself all over him and, while the little dog 
retires sneezing and feeling snubbed, bounds into the water again 
with a fine, full-chested, spread-eagle, 'splash about which there is no 
reserve, and which immediately sends the little bank-dog off into 
frantic transports again. 

At the corner, just where a superb borse-chestnut,holding out upright 
a torch of blossom at the end of every bough like tapers on a Christmas 
tree, cast a cool shade, stood a resident-looking policeman. He knew 
apparently what I was going to ask before 1 spoke, and answered — 
just as if I had put a penny in his slot, and he could not help 
answering — “Hound the corner.” And “round the corner” I found 
it, the inn of wicked highwayman fame. And as I drank my ale in the 
low-roofed sanded room, I complimented myself on my sagacity in 
being bom a little Victorian-era child instead of a wight in Elizabeth’s 
spacious days when roysterers on the public ways, l^yms and Bardolphs 
and Pistols, called you rogue and fat chuff and cracked your costard 
for you, “ i* faith and robbed you. No. They were “ good old ” days 
those, and England was “ merry England ” then ; but for myself I 
had rather at night meet ten policemen on Hampstead Heath than one 
highwayman. Refreshed, I sallied forth to explore the Heath. What 
a quper feeling it is that comes over one visiting it for the first time, 
when you see how threadbare and seamy the ground is with people 
sitting on it and the countless feet that tread it. Once upon a time 
it must have been sweetly pretty with its little dells and dingles filled 
with ferns and wild-flowers, with the small patches of boggy ground 
bright with marsh-plants, its turf all underlaid with moss and patterned 
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with heather. Fine trees, too, once grew upon it no doubt. But 
what a change popularity has worked. Every foot of the ground 
seems polished by friction and only the hardiest of the grasses 
survive. Not even the sweet fresh air seems able to cenceal the 
odour of clothes and boots. The whole place seems to sniff of Bank 
Holiday. Boys with canes have switched off the heads of everything, 
so that nothing dares to grow above a few inches off the ground, 
except the fierce furze and, in the cage-like hollows, the retaliating 
brambles. There is not a flower to be seen on the ground. Yet 
beauty has not utterly departed from the Heath, for here grow 
wondrous crab trees and clumps of dwarfed but charming birch, and 
as you go down the steepy hillside you notice that the dimples in the 
ground still hold bracken, and the whins and broom are, as ever, 
golden. 

But the crab trees were a revelation to me. It was not because they 
were literally veiled in blossom, solid domes of pink and white, though 
this rare beauty was notable enough. It was the wonderful manner 
of their growth. The crab tree nowadays has, I take it, been banished 
from most open spaces to the hedgerows and coppice, and, where seen, 
looks like an ordinary orchard apple tree, but of meaner kind. Now 
these on Hampstead Heath have nothing near them to cramp them. 
Each stands fairly alone, with ils full share of sun and nourishment 
on every side alike, and what is the result ? Each tree carries its 
branches down to the very turf, forming symmetrical circles with its 
boughs, the most perfect arbours that, unassisted by art, can be possibly 
imagined. I was so struck by them that I went inside several and 
in each case found myself in a circular chamber of foliage and bloom, 
and so dense as to make me quite invisible to passers-by. A perfect 
“canopy’^ I said to myself. And I had no sooner thought the 
thought than there flashed into my mind the tradition of “ ^Shakes- 
peare’s Canopy.’^ As everybody knows, Shakespeare, coming home 
with Ben Jonson from an ale-house at Bidford, outside Stratford- 
upon-Avon, found himself, what with sun and strong ale together, 
unable to get home, and so lay down inidrr a vrdb tree by the way, 
and there caught the chill that killed him. So goes the tradition, and 
Avithin the century there used to be shown on the ]3idford Eoad the 
stump of a crab tree which was called Shakespeare^s canopy. The 
tradition is almost universally accepted as representing a real incident, 
but it must have always had, for those of the present century at least 
(it certainly had for me) an element of suspicion in the fact of the poet 
lying down in such a puny shade, so exposed to public view, asunder 
a crab tree. Any other tree might have saved the tradition altogether 
— an oak, a sycamore, or an elm — but a cmh tree seemed so in- 
appropriate. Which of us, surprised by strong ale on a summer’s 
afternoon, would think of lying down under a crab tree ? We only 
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know the tree as growing in hedges, or as a straggling, thin-branched 
thing that makes no more‘“ canopy” than an umbrella-frame before 
it is covered. Walking across the meadows from Bidford now we 
should, if compelled to the choice, choose an umbrageous elm, or oak^ 
or sycamore. Certainly not a crab tree, any sooner than a rose bush. 
Now, here we see the danger of trying to talk of the Past from the 
knowledge only of the Present. In Shakespeare’s day the crab tree 
was a very important tree. It was not only “ conserved ” for eating 
as dessert, for spicing hot drinks in winter time, for the mak rg 
many sauces, for which from its sharpness it was considered particu- 
larly suitable, but its juice was used for the manufacture of 
verjuice,” as common a “ condiment ” then as vinegar is now, and 
was the main ingredient in, and gave its name to, the original 
“ pomatum.” In Elizabethan times then the humble crab-apple ” 
of modern poets was a tree of value, and being so would be given, aa 
those of Hampstead Heath have got to-day, free space for growth. 
This being so, they would droop, as the crab trees on Hampstead 
Heath do, their branches tent-like to the ground all round and offer 
to the passer-by, both for shade and concealment, a perfect ‘‘ canopy.*” 
So that, curiously enough, the survival in the tradition of this one 
word “ canopy ” goes a long way to assure us of its authenticity. No 
modern tradition-monger would ha\re thought of it, still less have 
connected the word with a crab tree — unless he had happened to see 
one growing in luxury. And if for nothing else I am glad I went to 
the Heath, as it has, for me, substantiated, beyond all contradiction, 
the fidelity of the old story ; and had I, in Shakespeare^s day, been 
overtaken in my cups walking from Bidford I should certainly, given 
my choice between oak and ehn and sycamore and crab tree, have 
chosen the crab tree for the pavilion of my infirmity. 

But to-day on the Heath it canopies only small birds, ^and what 
a surprising number of them there are. What do they do, where do 
they go, on holidays and Sundays ? I can hear (chance travellers 
these) the chiff-chaff calling, and the great-tit, and as I pass a brake 
of blackberries a querulous whitethroat complains of me passing. I 
catch sight of a redstart flitting among the furze on the sandy banks, 
and stopping under a hawthorn to watch it, I surprise a willow- wren 
that is busy among the may-blossom. From the distance, beyond 
the road, comes the chuckling, choking noises of young rooks being 
fed, the hammering of a woodpecker, the voices of purring ringdove 
and fluting thrush. Once upon a time, no doubt, these larger birds 
made a home, too, upon the Heath, and the clumps of Scotch fir on 
the eminences were the castles of sparrow-hawks, overlooking the 
brambled villages of the hedge-sparrow and yellow-hammer. But now 
they have gone outside public limits into the Wild-Wood grounds, leaving 
the Heath to such small folk as, from inconspicuous plumage and^ 
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mouse-like, creeping habits, dare to live where crowds so frequently 
come. Except the hedge-sparrow, the whitethroat and the willow- 
wren, I doubt if any of the birds I saw would venture to btii]!!i their 
nests on the Heath. The redstart is a bold bird, and in spite of its 
fiery plumage, will venture upon it, and at nesting-time all birds 
are liable to betray uncharacteristic rashness, so there is really no 
saying what wild things, in spite of holiday-seekers, may not pitch 
their tents within the County Councirs protection. Butterflies there 
are none, except a chance straggling copper ” ; and two youths with 
nets told me that, though they had hunted the Heath for some years, 
the “ rarest butterfly they had ever caught was a ‘ painted lady.' ” And 
I suppose they thought the old gentleman was romancing when he 
told them how, as a boy, and within three miles of a Public School, he 
had given Stainton new localities for ‘‘ the great blue,*' and the rarest 
of our native “ hair-streaks ; how he used to go into a certain lane 
wherein the brambles, as if overflowing from some lake of blackberries 
on the other side, fell in a cascade over the hedges, and where, in an 
afternoon, he could crowd a collecting-box with Go^apta C. album ; 
and how, on a certain strip of hillside, with a quarry on the one 
hand and a hazel-copse on the other, he could catch marbled whites " 
by the score ; or, going over the hill and dropping down into the wood 
beyond, he could find all the larger fritillaries fighting for places on 
the pink clusters of the agrimony, and with luck might take both 
white admii-al ” and wood-white." And no wonder if they were 
incredulous, for there is a veritable abyss between such schoolboy 
experiences of Theda hetiila- and Sinapi — how the old names came 
back to me, sitting among the furze and talking to the lads with 
their nets, names probably all obsolete in their later nomenclature — 
and the Hampstead hunters who speak of the “ painted lady " as 
a rarity^ But if there are no butterflies there are plenty of “ bumble- 
bees,” and in particular the beautiful little foxy-red one that comes 
out early in Spring and sinks its little shaft^ wherever it finds soft and 
sandy soil. This part of Hampstead Heath suits it, as one might say, 
down to the ground,^' for those who have eyes for objects on lower 
levels than each other’s faces cannot help seeing this pretty bee 
sitting, apparently asleep, upon every little open sunny patch of sand. 
But it is not asleep : on the contrary, it is working hard, making 
cement for its egg-cell, and if you try to find out his home by watch- 
ing one of these little plasterers, your patience will tire before his 
industry. The way to find out where ho lives is to wait till you 
catch sight of a bee with legs of buttercup-yellow. Once caught 
sight of it is very easy to follow, for the pollen-loaded thighs glint 
about almost like fire-flies. The insect you can see is burdened and, 
even if he does loiter awhile here and there, you may be sure he is 
always homeward-bound; and all of a sudden, settling on the 
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ground, the glittering legs disappear. For the bee settled on the 
very Qdge of his shaft and has vanished down it. You can easily dig 
him out if it is near the edge of the bank, for the shaft only goes 
down a few inches, and then turns at right angles for an inch or so, 
2 ,nd here are the cells, with neatly plastered walls, that the small 
couple — for they are solitary ” bees these earth-folk — have built, and 
!?re now filling with food against the hatching of the eggs. 

And so the morning wore away among the furze and sand, and 
then I crossed a steep-sunk road and found that I was still on,“ Hamp- 
stead Heath,'* as the County Council notices on the crab trees and the 
hawthorns still threatened me with a penalty of twenty -five pounds, if 
1 should be found picking their blossoms, and wandering uphill 
through a charming brake, just such a one as Bottom and Quince and 
his fellows chose for rehearsing iheir play in, came upon a most 
alluring seat. As I sat, I was invisible to those who came up the 
path until they plumped upon me, and it was very diverting to sit 
there, hear the scraps of talk, and note the sudden cessation of voice 
and the start with which each party discovered me. The variety was 
endless, but what struck me at once was the extraordinary develop- 
ment of modern children. The first I heard distinctly was : “ That 

picture you know of Orchardson’s, where he is ’* (dead stop on 

seeing me) ; the speaker, a child of about, ten, with hair all down her 
back : then, teaching us a kind of square dance ; I don’t know what 
it is, but it*s awfully pretty, and then they tried to teach us ^ lolanthe,’ 
which is all sorts of dances mixed up, and we made such an awful 

muddle ” (full stop) ; two more little girls ; then two boys, 

“ ought to kill them all, for at this time of the year they are all 
queens. How do you know ? The papers say so. Oh ! but you 

Know you ought not to believe ’* (full stop) ; then another couple, 

and filed it down with one of those little American J)ull-doze 

thing-um-a-bobs and got an endless screw, and *’ (full stop) ; then 

two more, “ sailed yesterday from the West India Docks in one of 

those rotten trading ships, instead of going by the (full stop). 

And so they came by, these youngsters, all of the upper class evi- 
dently, and going in the same direction, to some garden party, 
perhaps, and I felt a wretch to sit there and jot down their conversa- 
tion as they passed me, but I could not help doing it, for it filled me 
with astonishment to hear such children talking among themselves of 
Orchardson and comic opera, Yankee “ notions,” the value of 
newspaper information, and the relative dignity of different passenger 
steamers. I am sure when I was their age my ideas of the stage 
went no further than the pantomime, and my art no further than 
Punch. And thus moralising, 1 found myself on the heights again, 
and lo ! at the end of the read there was the horse-chestnut tree and 
the permanent policeman, and the inn of wicked memory “ round the 
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corner.’' And then I foregathered with a delightful ancient of the 
place, who took ale with me, and thereafter, with 'faltering stc^ and 
the help of two mighty sticks, a “ whole cow’s horn ” in each handle 
and a whole crab slip ” in each staff, so he told me, he took me 
down a little passage between garden walls and introduced me to, pos 
sibly, one of the finest views in the whole of this round world of ours. 
I have seen more of its surface than most men, but I cannot remembei 
any view to beat it. Before me, sloping down to some ponds the 
East Heath — for so my ancient still called it — ^stretched like a great 
green drapery of rumpled velvet, and opposite me, sloping upward 
from the pond, were Parliament Fields, like the same velvet smoothed 
and without a crease. On the crest stood grouped some noble trees, 
atid away behind were the wooded heights of Highgate, out of which 
emerged, to break the sky-line just where they could do it with the 
best effect, some great gables, a spire, and a cupola. On my left the 
view was shut in by trees, but on the right what a royal scene i a 
valley of grass that widened into a plain, and thereon, all soft and 
grey with mist, was London — right away to St. Paul’s. And a sky of 
forget-me-not blue above, and under foot wherever you looked the same 
continuity of comfortable, beautiful turf. What is the Bay of Naples, 
with its bitter, relentless, gentian blue overhead, and its sun- scorched, 
dusty, and grassless ground beneath, compared to this view from 
Hampstead Heath ? Where else can you find such satisfying beauty ? 
Not in Lisbon as seen from the river, nor in Sydney harbour, nor in 
Southern California, nor anywhere else, not even in Nature's most 
favoured island — New Zealand. There is nothing, I believe, like it 
anywhere to captivate and comfort both the eye and mind at once. 

Yet,” said mine ancient, “ I have heard travellers say, standing 
where you are now, that they did not think much of it.” The ne-:t 
time you hear a traveller say that,” I replied, “ tell him without hesi- 
tation that nowhere out of England can he see in a single landscape 
such turf, such a variety of foliage, and such a city. He cannot 
contradict you.” 

And then I wandered down the slope on one side and up the 
other and down again to the road, and all the way, ankle-deep in 
grass, I never saw a single flower. Yes, here a stitchwort, or shep- 
herd’s-purse, or there a speedwell, but not one flower that a child 
would stoop to pick. Where are they all gone ? We talk with wonder 
of former multitudes of game that have now deserted their haunts, of 
the disappearance of whales from the north seas, of bison from the 
prairies, and so on ; but how much more wonderful it is that the flowers 
should have all gone off, unanimously, and left our public playing 
fields. You can walk a mile with hedges and ditches and ponds, and 
all the way in meadow grass, and yet not be able to gather all the time 
enough to fill a button-hole. Yet come down to the road, and here 
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you will see a strange and rather a pathetic sight. Along one side 
of it rtins a wooden paling, against which ivy has been planted, and 
to protect it from the public, the ivy is netted in. Now, inside this 
netting, secure from the fingers of holiday-makers, grow all the 
wildings of the country — king-cup and ragged-robin, fumitory 
and charlock, dead nettles, crane’s-bill, and ever so many more. 
Safe inside this netting the last of the refugees from Hampstead 
Heath and Parliament Fields have taken sanctuary, and, unpicked 
and untrodden, flourish bravely, looking through the protecting wiring 
at their passing enemies with a delightful unconcern. Not long ago, 
doubtless, all these flowers grew on the other side of the road, and 
all up the ditches and under the hedges, and the fields were full of 
them, just as that field in private ground, if you will look over the 
wooden fence, is now. But they have been literally exterminated, 
and if it were not for the little two- foot strip of netted ground on 
one side of the road, we might imagine that this part of England 
had never grown flowers at all. 

And so back homewards. But on the way I rested, to fill myself 
full of the view before me, lest I might never see it again, and 
chose for my seat the wreck of what had once been a gigantic 
beech-tree, as great in girth, I fancy, as any in Burnham Wood ; 
and, sitting there, I became aware of another relic of the past, an 
immensely-aged elm trunk. 

Trees that are nearly a century old themselves have thrown great 
branches across the space where the elm once stood and, as they now 
interlace, it looks from a distance as if the venerable fragment were 
still the bole that held up some of the foliage overhead. But when 
you are close to it, you see that the dense green branches above you 
belong to the trees, one on eitlier side, that shake hands, as it were, 
over the dead elm’s head, and have quite filled up the emptiness that 
the crashing down of the great tree left a hundred years ago. Was 
it lightning that struck the giant down ? or a storm sweeping over 
the hill ? It offered great hostages to fortune when it stood there, 
on the brow of the hill, holding up against the down-rushing wind 
its huge dome of green. And age crept upon it, the rain and snow 
filtered to the core through the holes the bird and worm had made 
in its rind, and so one night, when the tempest blew, the traitors 
within it betrayed it to the wind, and down it came — what a smash 
it must have been ! — out of the sky on to the green grass. 

It is hollow now and tunnelled at the top, for the sparrows are at 
home within, hopping in at holes on one side and out at the other. 
And just below them, on a knob, sits a starling outside another door- 
way, and, from the chirpings that issue, you can tell there is a family 
inside, and a hungry one. Still lower down you can see a round 
hole, the work of a nuthatch. The middle of the tree, which is mere 
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tinder, has all crumbled out, leaving a jagged peak of the outer wood 
upstanding, and in the middle of this is the nuthatch’s hole, and, in 
an idle mood, I fell a wondering when it was made. It looks fresh, 
and it is quite possible that the bird had all its work for nothing, for 
birds do*many absurd things when building their nests, such hope- 
lessly exasperatingly stupid things that one begins to wonder whether 
‘‘ instinct ” does not, perhaps, quite as often make its possessors 
ridiculous as human “ reason.” Here, for instance, is what happened 
to the nuthatch. Its instinct teaches it to go tapping on trees till 
it finds a hollow-sounding place, and then to commence pecking out 
an entrance- way to reach the cavity within. Very often, of course, 
they chip out their holes in the soundest wood of the tree, but, as a 
rule, they search for a spot that gives out a hollow sound when 
tapped, and promises easy working by-and-by, or perhaps a ready-made 
excavation. This is what our nuthatch, no doubt, expected. The 
wood sounded very hollow, as well it might, seeing that there was nothing 
at all behind it. But this apparently the small bird did not under- 
stand. It may have looked behind and seen there was nothing there, 
but when it came back and looked at it from in front, the tree seemed 
solid enough, and so, like a cat with a looking-glass, it never put two 
and two together, but set to work to peck itself a nesting-place. Soft 
as the wood was, there were some inches of it to get through, and 
the nuthatch worked merrily away, thinking it was getting on splen- 
didly, and what a clever little nuthatch it was to have found a spot 
so easy to dig out, and congratulating itself in all sorts of ways at 
having got ahead of the other nuthatches who were hammeiing 
away at solid tree-trunks, when all of a sudden, pop ! its head came 
through the wall on the other side. I should like to have seen the 
nuthatch when it first looked through the hole it had been making so 
nicely, and to have heard what it said. I expect it said something 
very uncomplimentary about the tree as it looked round to see if 
any of the other birds had seen what a fool it looked when its head 
came out on the other side, and then it flew a long way off, pretending 
to its wife that it had been making the hole ‘'just for the fun of the 
thing,” and telling fibs about having known all along that it was 
only a kind of board sticking up and not solid. 

When the elm fell a part of the trunk idpped away, leaving 
exposed a section,” as it were, and here is seen a very curious piece 
of working, where some bird, finding the tree decaying and easy to 
manage, had sunk a shaft nearly three feet deep. Half way down it 
had hollowed out a cup-shaped recess in the side of the shaft, the 
story of which I take to be this : that the first year the bird had its 
nest at the very bottom of the shaft, and that coming back the year 
after to the same hole, and not caring to make another nest on the 
top of the old one, it had pecked out the cup-shaped hollow half-way 
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down. And a delightfally snug place it must have been. At the 
bottom of the shaft, now exposed to view^ a fly-catcher has built, its 
nest this year ; but as every puff of wind that blows switches a branch 
of the next tree up and down against it, grazing the nest each time 
and whipping it with its leaves, the mother will And it a very* uncom- 
fortable place to sit. And though quite fresh-looking, no bird came 
near it while I was there, so perhaps she has already been driven 
away by the perpetual annoyance of the flicking branch. Nor have 
birds alone possessed the old elm, for a large grub, or caterpillar, has 
been at work driving tunnels, large enough to put the finger in, 
through the touch- wood. Perhaps the goat-moth or the stag-beetle. 
And here, where the surface is all dimpled with little hollows, is where 
the wasps have been borrowing material for making the paper of their 
combs ; and these holes, like bullet-holes, going straight into the 
tree, are the tunnels of carpenter bees. But the old tree is a volume 
in itself, and handsomely illustrated, too, from the life, by Nature. 

Phil Eoiunson. 
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I F Joan of Arc had been destined to fallil her mission as a native 
either of China or India, she would not have had to wait four 
hundred and sixty-three years for her beatification. In all probability 
within a very few months of her death she would have been not only 
beatified but fully canonised. Europeans even in these enlightened 
days still know very little of the manners and customs of Asiatics ; 
to the select few who study such subjects the reasons and methods of 
beatification are among the most interesting questions which it falls 
to their lot to investigate. In Europe a beatification occurs not 
oftener perhaps than once a century ; the spirit beatified probably 
had a great reputation when in the flesh ; the process itself is one 
which has not only religious but political bearings, and naturally 
excites a certain amount of attention even in the minds of tbe most 
disrespectful and scepjbical. But in India and China beatification is 
of almost weekly occurrence, and in the latter country probably at 
least a dozen new objects of worship are officially recognised by the 
State every year. Strange to say, the State occasionally degrades a 
spirit from its throne of grace, and refuses to allow it to be worshipped 
any longer. 

There are three principal modes of beatification as practised in the 
East. The commonest method is by the voice of the people. “ He 
was a saint ! ” they exclaim on the death of some remarkable man, and 
the prie^fa acquiesce, for each new saint brings grist to their mills. 
When the voice of the people is silent, then, in their own interests, 
the priests proclaim saints and demand shrines for them. These two 
methods are especially characteristic of Hindustan. A distinguished 
writer has compared the process of beatification, canonisation, or 
•deification — whichever term we like to use — to the ascent and descent 
of Jacob's ladder. 
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“ The Hindus [he says] construct for themselves Jacob’s ladders between 
earth and heaven; the men are seen ascending until they become gods; 
they then descend again as embodiments of the divinities ; insomuch that it 
may be almost doubted whether any god, except the Vedic divinities and 
other obvious Nature gods, comes down the ladder who had not originally 
gone up as a man, and an authentic man.” 

^J^he Hindu, in a certain stage of enlightenment, is inclined to 
deify any notable person, not necessarily waiting for his death. 
While Warren Hastings w’as on his trial in England it was stated as 
an argument in liis favour that he was being worshipped in his 
appropriate temple in India. M. Itaymond, a French commander, 
has been canonised at Hyderabad; and General Nicholson, killed at 
Delhi in 1857, was worshipped in his lifetime, though certainly from 
no feelings of affection on the part of his devotees. The Hindu, as 
was truly said by Burke, when the worship of Hastings was alluded 
to, deifies a man and adores him not only from love but also from 
fear. He has no rational theory about the gods. He knows that a 
tyrant in the flesh must beJ propitiated, and ho thinks that after 
death the spirit of the tyrant is as powerful to injure as the spirit of 
an ascetic is anxious to benefit. Both therefore are to be kept in 
good humour by such i)Osthumous honours as he is able to confer. 
Hence arise the numberless local shrines commemorating the power 
for good or evil of some village Hampden or little tyrant of the fields, 
unknown perhaps beyond a radius of ten miles, though the local 
priest, naturally enough, is ever attempting to widen his sphere of 
influence. The custom of beatification or deification during lifetime 
has its disadvantages. Sir Alfred Lyall relates that in Afghanistan 
about ten or fifteen years ago, certain villagers close to our frontier 
arranged to strangle a saint who took up his abode among them, in 
order to secure his tomb within their lands. It is indeed easy to see 
that an important shrine attracting hosts of pilgrims would have a 
very beneficial effect on local trade ; a fact, by-the-by, very well 
understood in Europe in the Middle Ages. 

But interesting and important as the Hindu methods of deifica- 
tion are, those of the Chinese are far more curious. In China the 
Emperor claims power, not only over his subjects (and indeed, for 
that matter, the whole inhabited world), but also over the realms of 
departed spirits. These he beatifies, canonises, decorates with titles, 
mentions with approval in the Peking Gazette when they do any- 
thing to deserve that honour, and actually degrades and uncanonises 
if he sees just cause. In the latter respect his power over the 
departed clearly exceeds that even of the Pope himself. For 
example, the Emperor Hieng-fung elevated the god of war to an 
equal rank with Confucius, who previously had been chief among the 
State gods. Sir Alfred Lyall has drawn attention to some amusing 
extracts from the Peking Gazette^ illustrating the way in which the 
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Chinese treat their deities. Thus the Gazette of Nov. 1878 has the 
following : 

“The Governor-Genevil of the Yellow River requests that a tablet may bo 
pub up in honour of the river god. lie states that during the transuiission 
of relief rice to Honan, whenever ditiiculties were encountered through 
.'shallows, wind, or rain, the river god interposed in the most unmistakable 
manner, so that the transport of grain went on without hindrance. — Order : 
Let the proper office prepare a tablet for the temple of the river god.” 

In April 1880 the god of locusts was similarly rewarded ; a month 
or two earlier, the temple of the Sea Dragon at Hoyang was decreed 
a memorial board for services rendered in connection with rain ; and 
in another Gazette the god of water is given a new temple by special 
rescript. All this procedure is thoroughly in keeping with the 
notions of the common people of China, who look upon the gods 
simply as human beings in a different set of conditions. There is a 
Chinese tribe which believes that it depends on a certain god for its 
rain supply. When the rain falls neither too scantily nor too plenti- 
fully, the god is most respectfully treated ; but when there is either a 
drought or a heavy downpour, the unfortunate deity is conducted to 
the nearest river and held under water until it is supposed that his 
breath is nearly exhausted, and then frightened half out of his wits by 
the beating of innumerable gongs. After this humiliation he is put 
back in his temple and warned to behave himself better in future. 
In Tibet they punish the disease gods much in the same manner ; 
and the classical scholar will call to mind how Xerxes punished the 
Hellespont with branding and flogging ; how Cyrus punished the 
river Gyndes for drowning a sacred white horse ; how riieron speared 
the Nile and was blind for ten years in consequence ; how Achilles 
fought with Scamander ; how the Psylli attacked the South Wind ; 
how the Atarantes daily cursed the sun god; how the Egyptians 
maltreated the statue of Winter ; and many similar instances, all 
showing how close the gods were to men in olden days. 

Here is a decree conferring a title on a departed spirit, from the 
PcIcuKj Gazette of May 1878 : 

“ A decree conferring a great title upon the Drngoii Siiirit of Han Tan 
1 lien, in whose tomi)le is tlio well in which tlie iron tablet is deposited. 
This spirit has from time to time manifested itself in answer to prayer, and 
has been repeatedly invested with titles of honour. In consequence of this 
year’s drouglit, prayers were again ottered up, and the provinces (mentioned) 
have been visited with suificient i*ain. Our gratitude is indeed profound, 
and we ordain that the Dragon Spirit sliall be invested with the additional 
title of the Dragon Spirit of the Sacred Well.” 

It is to be hoped there is a Burke in China capable of editing a 
spiritual j)eerage, for some of the titles conferred by the Emperor are 
very long. Witness the following (to which in a Gazette of 1877 



ir,2 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW, 


additions are made) : “ Moisture-diffusing, beneficial-aid-affording, 

universal-support-voiichsafing Prince/’* The author already quoted 
gives two extracts from the Pdving Gazette showing the process of 
!)eatification pure and simple in China. They are extremely interest- 
ing because they are so very matter-of-fact. Here is one of them : 

“ A decree (issued IMay 1878) sanctioning the recommendation that a 
tomple to Fuh '.rsung, a htatesman of the Ming dynasty, may be placed on 
the list of those at which the ofHcials are to offer periodical libations. The 
spirit of the deceased statesman has manifested itself effectively on several 
<jccasions, when rebels have threatened the district town, and has more than 
once interposed when prayers have been oflcred for rain/’ 

The other extract announces that 

“The Governor of Anwhei forwards (Nov. 1878) a petition from the 
gentry of Ying Chow, praying that sacrifices may be offered to the late 
Famine Commissioner in Honan, in tlie temple already eu-ected to the 
memory of his father. The father had been Superint(‘ndent of the Grain 
Transport, and had greatly distinguished himself in operations against some 
rebels. The son had also done excellent service, and the local gentry had 
heard of his death with groat grief. I’hoy earnestly ])ray that sacrifices 
may be offered to him as well as to his father. — Grtmted” 

But Sir Alfred Lyall has by no means exhausted the humours of 
the Peking Gazette, Since his book was written a most interesting 
series of transactions has been recorded therein, which are the more 
instructive because they give the Emperor occasion to declare that in 
the canonisation of saints he desires to act in accordance with popular 
feeling. Three numbers of the Gazette in 1891 were occupied with 
the question of the particular canonisation which gave rise to this 
remark ; it will amuse the reader to learn that not only did the 
Emperor canonise a spirit, but, on further information being laid 
before him, uncanonised him again and left him in a condition of 
inferior bliss, corresponding to beatification in the Homan Church. 
It seems that the late Ma Ju-lung was formerly commander-in-chief 
in Yunnan. A memorial in the style illustrated above was presented 
to the Emperor by certain local notabilities, stating his good works, 
and praying that posthumous honours might be conferred on him. 
He had distinguished himself in the great Mahometan rebellion of 
[May 1870. “First and last,” said they, “he was instrumental in 
killing over 10,000 of the enemy, and in his own person practically 
decided the fate of Yunnan.” The Emperor duly considered the 
statements set forth in the memorial, and before long issued the 
gratifying decree in the Peking Gazette^ that the highest honours 
possible to be accorded to one of Ma Ju-lung’s rank be conferred on 

* Cf. Dnnte, “Paradieo,” canto xxiv., where St. Peter appears with his Roman 
Catholic title of Baron ; in the following canto St. James is mentioned as having the 
T>ame rank. Boccaccio, Cg. vi. N. 10, speaks o{ “ Baron Messer Santo Antonio.” 
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his spirit; that a temple be erected in the capital of Yunnan; and 
that his deeds be recorded by the State historiographer. . 

Ma Ju-lung was therefore duly beatified and canonised ; he was 
to be worshipped as a saint. But the number of the Gazette con- 
taining these announcements struck rage and despair into the breasts 
of many in Yunnan. In their eyes the upstart saint was a good-for- 
nothing scamp, and his admirers mere pettifogging traders. In the 
rebellion he was a traitor and sold himself to the enemy. If he was 
instrumental in killing 10,000 of the Mahometans, ho massacred, 
when in their pay, at least 40,000 loyal Chinese. He was a perfect 
monster of cruelty, and was only accepted as an ally of the Emperor s 
party because it was politic to make terms with him. All this they 
set forth in a counter-memorial, with much more besides. Did he 
not “ ride in a yellow chair, and in all things do as he pleased ? ” 
Did he not, when ordered to use a green chair, again enter into 
treacherous negotiations with the Mahometans ? If the honours 
bestowed on him are not withdrawn, the memorialists express a fear 
that tens of thousands of innocent souls whom he sent to Hades will 
be unable to close their eyes for indignation. After some delay, in 
reply to this counterblast, comes a highly important and noteworthy 
decree from the Emperor, published, as usual, in the Tcking (kizcttv. 
He had considered the second memorial, and now declared that, since 
the erection of a temple to a spirit could only be permitted where the 
people were practically unanimous in its favour, that portion of his 
decree relating to the temple should be cancelled. But as blame and 
praise seemed in the present instance to be equally apportioned, the 
rank conferred on Ma Ju-lung’s spirit was to stand good, and his 
deeds were still to be recorded by the State official appointed for 
such duties. Observe that the important part of this decree is the 
recognition of the rojn pojntli as identical to a great extent with the 
vox Dei. The Emperor, in making this admission, abandoned the 
position his predecessors have maintained for centuries, of being the 
intermediary between heaven and earth, and the sole fountain of 
honour, lie recognises the fact that in matters relating to spiritual 
rank canonisation cannot possibly be a success unless the people 
acquiesce. The strength of his position, however, is not impaired by 
this recognition, for, supposing him to have made a faux pas in 
elevating an unpopular spirit, he has only to wait till his officials 
report the misbehaviour of the said spirit and then decree that he is 
to be degraded, and haunt lonely desolate places as a punishment. 
Before now it* has happened that by way of punishment a spirit has 
been forbidden by imperial decree ever to appear incarnate on the 
earth again — a serious doom in the eyes of all Tibetans and many 
Chinese Buddhists. 

It is evident that, in China and out of it, the moment the idea of 
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conferring a favour on a spirit arises in the minds of men, the idea 
of publishing spirits, if only by abstaining from conferring favours, 
must accompany it. In the East both notions appear natural, because 
death and life are not so sharply divided as they are according to 
Western theories. All forms of creation, both in the spiritual and 
tlie visible worlds, are as it were knit more closely together. A man 
dies, it is true, but his spirit remains in the same district. Perhaps 
it will be re-incarnate in another man, or in a tiger, or in a frog, or 
in a snake. The frog and the snake, animated by the human spirit, 
are handicapped by their physical forms, but the intelligent human 
spirit is in them all the same. There seems nothing strange to an 
Oriental in animals talking as they do, for instance, in the Ilitopadesa. 
So, again, the line separating the human from the superhuman is 
very indistinct. It may be truly said that in th(^ East some men 
are born gods, some achieve godship, and some have godship forced 
upon them. How inconvenient it may prove to bo deified during 
lifetime is sufficiently indicated by the hazardous position of the 
Afghan deity whose tomb was considered so much preferable to his 
company. Indeed, the Oriental god may be between two fires. On 
the one hand, the ignorant villagers regard him as too good to live ; 
on the other hand, the native police consider him too dangerous to bo 
at large, as in the case of the celebrated deity who ventured to mani- 
fest himself in a place where he was not wanted. Concerning him 
the chief commissioner of the district is said to have received the 
following pithy telegram from a subordinate : A new god has 
appeared on the Swat frontier ; the police are after him.” In 
nations where the minor gods are treated so cavalierly it is as natural 
for the fathers to kill the prophets as for the sons to build Iheir 
sepulchres. While the common people feel the same reverence for 
a great State god as they do for any other great official of the State, 
they feel no more respect for a local god than they do for a local 
man. Both are judged on their merits. Hence it is that promo- 
tion of spirits by imperial decree seems nctliing very extraordinary to 
the Chinese mind. The Emperor is a holy person shrouded in 
mystery ; it may well be that the great spirits hold communion with 
him and inspire his beatifications in the Gazette. As to what pre- 
cise power he may possess in this spiritual world the loyal Chinese 
subject is not in a position to say ; this he knows, that the Emperor 
rewards and punishes those whom ho beatifies, and no protest against 
his spiritual jurisdiction has ever yet been raised by those most 
concerned. ' 

The whole subject of the power of the living over the dead is one 
that deserves quite as much consideration as that of the power of 
the dead over the living. The fact is, that one belief is as ancient, 
widespread, and natural to mankind as the other. Though intelligent 
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Homan Catholics will no doubt attach a much deeper significance to 
the recent beatification of Joan of Arc, no one can doubt ^ for a 
moment that the poorer classes will imagine that the Pope has 
rendered her position better, more blessed, in the spiritual world. 
Let those who feel inclifaed to smile ask themselves if they too are 
quite free from similar beliefs. From the time of the Witch of 
Endor to the day of the fashionable spirit-medium there have been 
large classes of apparently intelligent people who show in numerous 
ways the world-old faith that is in them. Among the poor of 
England ther^ is a wide-spread belief that burial is a matter of 
interest to the deceased. They have not such clear theories on the 
subject of funeral rites as the Homeric Greeks, but they are equally 
unable to distinguish their present conceptions from their posthumous 
sensations. “ If you don’t bury mo in such-and-such a place,” 
said a poor woman, with great emotion, to her husband, “ I’ll haunt 
you ! ” And how many a dying spouse has dreaded the re- marriage 
of the relict ! Being interpreted, these vague dreads clearly signify 
a belief that the actions of the living can render the spirits of the 
dead more happy or more miserable than they would otherwise be. 
That other religious notions are interwoven with them it would be 
idle to deny. But what shall we say of spirits called from the vasty 
deep to talk at the bidding of a medium ? or to sit for their photo- 
graphs ? or even to have plaster casts taken of them ? — for all these 
indignities have been offered by the living to the dead within the last 
ten years in England. Is not this at least as great a bid for power 
in the unseen world as any of the decrees of Pope or Chinese Emperor ? 
These acts are not, it is true, recorded in the official Gazette ; but 
tliere are a dozen newspapers in Prance, Russia and America which 
do record them. It is curious, however, that, while Western nations 
vie with those of the East in superstitions of the most degrading type, 
they let their thoughts dwell always on the influence of* the dead on 
the living, and shut out from their minds the influence they constantly 
assume themselves to have over the dead. Strange as it may appear, 
there is scarcely a nation or a people that does not postulate the same 
power. In China, Hindustan, and in the classical instances shortly 
alluded to above, the idea is not disguised. Nor can there be any two 
opinions in the popular mind on the result of a papal beatification, or 
the effect of masses for the dead. But take the case of a nation like 
the Jews. We have commonly been told that the reason the Jewish 
parent so earnestly desired the birth of a son was on account of the 
possibility of the son being the long-looked-for Messiah. No doubt 
that possibility is present to the mind of the orthodox Jew, but it is 
in no spirit of disrespect that we say that among a people so pre- 
eminently cool-headed in the calculation of odds, such a prospect 
must seem at best a very vague and shadowy one. The real reason 
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of the ardent desire of the Jew for a male child in old times^ and 
possibly to this day amoDg the strictly orthodox, is to be looked for 
elsewhere. Not only had he the ordinary motives for desiring a son, 
common alike to Jew and Gentile, but it was part of his faith that 
after his death his son could deliver his soul from torment. The 
following is the passage from the Kabbalah bearing on this point : 

“ The influence of the son is relatively greater and more blessed than 
that of the father, for the merits of the father do not profit the son except 
in matters relating to this world (as by bequeathing him worldly inheiic- 
ance) ; whereas the merits of the son do more than bemefit the father in 
this world ; they benefit him also in the world to come, by saying Ixadiflij 
which is enough to deliver his soul from purgatory. ’— Kiizvr >sA7/<,fol. 10, 
col. 

The mission that devolved on Hamlet with re?pe3t to tlie peace of 
his father’s perturbed spirit was in effect supposed t3 devolve on every 
male Jew at his father’s death. And obviously it might be in tlie 
power of an unmeritorious son to render his father’s spirit very 
miserable and uncomfortable. 

It would be interesting to pursue tliis inquiry further, but perhaps 
this would involve the introduction of Asiatic legends and custo’u;, 
and names with which the reader would not be prepared to grapple. 
Any thoughtful student of European history, however, will recognise 
that from first to last thi.s assumption of the power of the living to 
influence the fortunes of the dead has been taken for granted in the 
West as well as in the East. The story of Patroclus in the Iliad shows 
it ; Herodotus illustrates it over and over again ; tlie mythology of the 
Homans recognises it ; the Churchmen of the ]\liddl0 Ages were never 
tired of proclaiming it ; Jew, Chinaman, Hindu, and European not 
only have believed in it from time immemorial, but, however they may 
disguise their faith, believe in it still. What ground there may be 
for the belief it is not within the limits of this article to discuss. 


L. M. BliLMON, 



EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY. 


W HILI^i there is, so to speak, a drawn battle between those who were 
in favour of the proposals made last winter by the Government 
in the Employers’ Liability Bill and those who opposed them, it may be 
opportune to oiler suggestions for more completely dealing with this 
question. Although the Government Bill has been abandoned, the ques- 
tion is still before us, and its consideration must before long be resumed 
until some settlement is arrived at. Workmen will not cease to agitate 
for a change in the law, the necessity for which has been recognised by 
Iwo Governments. There were amendments proposed to the Bill of 
the Government to compensate for all accidents which might befall 
Avorkinen in the same way as is done by the large companies which 
have accident funds, and there is no doubt that there is a growing 
body of opinion in favour of some method of general compensation, 
as the question is regarded by many as one that cannot be finally 
settled until this is done. The only way in which all accidents can 
be compensated for is by making insui*ance compulsory on employers, 
by payment to an accident insurance office or to a Government 
managed insurance fund. I have therefore estimated the probable 
cost to the industries of the country which such a system of 
insurance would entail. In support of the equity of the demand and 
of its necessity, it may be advisable to first explain the nature of the 
liability before discussing the comparative advantages of the two 
methods of securin^ompensation to workmen who are injured and 
to their representat*s if killed. 

WuAT IS THE Liability? 

Opposition to Employers’ Liability has largely arisen from a 
mistaken view of the question. Those who look upon it as a liability 
thrust upon the employer, naturally ask the question, Why should an 
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employer be liable for accidents caused by a fellow-workman whose 
actions are quite beyond his control ? On the other hand, the workmen 
say, Why should the employer not be liable for the mistakes of fellow- 
workmen; and also of those in authority, whom we have no voice in 
selecting but are compelled to work with and under as a condition of 
employment ? Such questions might be largely multiplied, but it 
would be a waste of time to answer them, as they arise from a mis- 
apprehension of the true state of the case. Using the words 
“ Employers’ Liability ” makes it to many a personal question which 
is misleading, and accounts for a great deal of the exaggerated 
language that has been used in the discussion. The true definition is 
“ Employment Liability,” as the risks of severe injuries and death to 
workmen arising from their employment should form a necessary cost of 
the work. In considering ordinary occupations this aspect of the ques- 
tion is lost sight of, but when we take a special case it clearly presents 
itself. Let us deal with the instance of the Manchester Ship Canal. 
During its construction there were 130 men fatally injured, 185 
permanently disabled, and 997 injured but not seriously, making a 
total of 1312 accidents. Now, those who know how undertakings of 
this kind are carried out are aware that the whole of the ‘^service ” 
works necessary in constructing the main work itself are of a 
temporary character— railways, bridges, roads, staging, gangways, 
<fcc., are all made for temporary use — while the main work is being 
carried out, and accidents are therefore inevitable. And it follows 
that from the nature of the work it would bo almost impossible in any 
case to attach blame to an employer. It would be a rare instance 
indeed where a workman, if he had to go to law, would recover com- 
pensation. Is it not therefore clear that in a case of this kind every 
person injured should be compensated ? It is idle to discuss the 
theory (because it is no more than a theory) that some speakers have 
advanced that there ought to be no accidents, “ Accidents will 
happen,” and in the case of carrying out great public works they are 
as certain to occur as that to-morrow will follow to-day ; it is 
impossible to prevent them all by any precautions that can be devised. 
The accidents on the Manchester Ship Canal mostly occurred through 
men being run over by locomotives or waggons. A few occurred 
through men falling from scaffolds and bridges in the cuttings. 
Cleaning machinery in motion and other causes account for some, but 
the great majority of them were caused on the service railways that 
were necessary to carry out the work. To estimate what the risks 
were to the workmen on the Canal we may compare them with the 
railway accidents arising from the movements of rolling stock. In 
1892 there were 14 men killed and 77 njen injured for every 
10,000 employed on the railways, and on the Ship Canal there were 
about 25 killed and 225 injured in every 10 , 000 . Ship Canal men 
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therefore, ran nearly twice as much risk of being killed and more 
than three times as much risk of being injured as railway men, ^ This 
enormous risk is not taken into account in the wages paid to a navvy, 
lie would get the same wages, or nearly so, on a job where.^there was 
no such risk. This risk to life and limb ought, therefore, to attach 
to the work itself and be compensated for. 

Let us take another publicwork of a different kind — the Forth Bridge. 
There were between July 1883 and Christmas 1889 fifty-seven fatal, 
about 80 severe, and 518 minor accidents, and, as the average number 
of workmen during the six or seven years of chief activity was about 
3000, it will be seen that the risks to the men were in this case greater 
than in making the Manchester Ship Canal. J>ut it is inevitable that in 
work of this kind there mt st be many accidents. The wages paid to all 
classes of workmen on the Forth Bridge were as a whole rather above 
the average, but the risks to the men in proportion to other employ- 
ments must have been much greater, and in this case likewise the risk 
to life* and limb should form part of the cost. I am not now dealing with 
what was done for the injured workmen and the relatives of those 
killed, because in both cases far more compensation was paid to them 
than they could have obtained under the law. I am only showing the 
necessity for recognising that the risks run by workmen are risks the 
cost of which should form part of the cost of the work they are 
engaged in. 

Take another illustration. JWhaps there was no part of the 
Employers’ Liability Bill of last Session so utterly worthless to those it 
was intended to benefit and protect as that which related to seamen. 
While it furnished every facility for shipowners being plundered to 
an almost limitless extent, seamen would not have received anything 
to speak of, and how fares it with them ? While the House of 
Commons were endeavouring to put sailors in a better position than 
they occupy at present — but which would in effect have made them 
mere tools for the benefit of lawyers — our coasts were strewn with 
their dead bodies from the gale of last November, for which not 
one farthing of compensation would have been received by those who 
were dependent upon tjiem. The case of sailors is, in point of 
unpaid danger, on all fours with workmen, say, on the Ship Canal. 
Their wages cover nothing for the enormous risks connected with 
their occupation, and here also the em])loyment should bear the cost 
of compensation for injury and death. The Bill provided for the 
liability of the employer if he or a fellow seaman could be proved to 
be in fault. What would be the w^orth of such a law in the case of 
the men who were drowned in the recent gale, one of the ordinary 
gales which visit our coast every year ? In all such cases we cannot 
say, much less prove, that any one was to blame, and all the Bill, 
therefore, offered to a seaman was the possibility of engaging in a 
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law- suit with the shipowner, out of which he would most likely 
recover nothing for himself. 

Now let us make an estimate of what it would have cost to have 
compensated every man for injury, and his relatives if he was killed, 
in the three occupations above named. The Manchester Ship Canal, 
apart from the purchase of the Bridgewater undertaking, cost about 
£13,000,000. Assuming the wages of the injured men averaged 25.s’. 
a week, the compensation, say three years’ wages if killed or per- 
manently disabled, would be nearly £200 each, which, with an average 
of say £40 for smaller injuries, would have added a sum of about 
£100,000 to the total cost of the work. The same scale of compen- 
sation in the case of the Forth Bridge, allowing for a higher average 
of wages, would have added say £60,000 to the £3,225,000 which the 
bridge cost. 

In the case of shipping, I take the last ofScial figures obtainable, 
which show that in 1892 there were 219,560 officers, seamen, firemen, 
boys, &c., employed in British steamers and ships registered in the 
United Kingdom. And in that year 1835 seamen lost their lives by 
drowning or other accidents. The annual wages of the masters, 
officers, seamen, firemen, and others may be taken at about 
£13,000,000, and an average compensation of £150 for each life 
would amount to say £277,500. 

I think it is indisputable that the risks to life and limb w^hich 
are inseparable from such employments as making canals, railways, 
bridges, and going to sea should no longer be a liability of the 
workman, but should be a liability attaching to and forming part of 
the cost of the work, and there are other employments of which this 
can be said with as much force. Take the case of the ordinary 
dock labourer. His work is carried on under such risks that there 
will always be a large number of men accidentally injured and killed 
annually. In building houses and ships, we have conditions very 
similar to those which attend the carrying out of public works. 
Around buildings and ships in course of construction, there are 
gangways, platforms, and scaffolding, all fixed in a temporary way, 
to serve a temporary purpose, and a number of accidents must 
result. When we leave the before-named out-of-door employ- 
ments, we find the number of accidents, both fatal and otherwise, 
to be, comparatively speaking, very few ; but if the principle is 
right, that the cost of compensation should attach to the employ- 
ment, it must apply to every business, no matter how slight the risk 
may be. On all occupations the insurance premiums charged would 
be strictly relevant to the dangers attached to them, and those occu- 
pations at which few accidents occur would, of course, pay smaller 
premiums than those which are dangerous. 

Assuming that the view contended for is correct, we have now to 
consider what it would cost to compensate for every accident, and how 
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ifc may be carried out-. Many employers suppose that to compensate 
for all accidents would be so costly as to constitute a new tax on 
commerce, but this is not the case. The whole of the accidents are 
directly or indirectly paid for at the present time by the persons 
injured, or their friends and relatives, and failing these by charity or the 
State. Not only is this so, but there would be little difficulty in show- 
ing that by far the most economical way in which this charge could be 
met would be by the direct intervention of a fund created for the 
purpose. It lias been shown in the case of three dangerous employ- 
ments taken for illustration that this cost would amount at most to 
a sum that would not affect the position of the different industries. 
We would not have fewer canals or bridges, or less shipping, because 
the men injured and killed in their construction or working, and those 
dependent on them, were compensated, and in the case of non- 
dangerous employments the premium would be so small as to be 
inappreciable. 

The Two Methods of Secuhixu Compensation. 

One method is to require employers to insure the amount of 
compensation in an Accident Office. The other is by creating 
an Accident Fund, managed by a Government department to which 
the premiums would be paid in the same way as to an insurance 
office. Whatever method is adopted, it must secure to the workmen 
compensation for all accidents, no matter how they may arise, in the 
same way as they are met by the accident funds at present worked 
in connection with some large railway companies. Workmen have 
objections to insuring compensation ; they think it may make employers 
less careful ; but as employers are now legally liable for only about one 
accident in ten, what workmen fear could only apply to this propor- 
tion, and therefore the want of insurance for compensation of the 
other nine accidents would in such cases merely damage the 
workmen themselves. Some employers also object to insurance, on 
the ground that, first, it is a very costly method of providing 
security for compensation ; and, secondly, from an impression that 
insurance companies may force workmen into court, instead of settling 
promptly. The first of these two reasons has much force, b)it if 
employers are made liable, there would have to be compulsory insur- 
ance, otherwise workmen would in many cases not be able to obtain 
their compensation. On this point the Home Secretary, in intro- 
ducing the Employers* Liability Bill* said : 

It is obvious that if the employer is to be made liable to workmen for 
all injuries sustained in the course of their employment, whether due to 
neglect of the employer or any other cause, he must protect himself by 
insurance, and that it is only by a system of univen^l industrial insurance 
that such a proposal may be made consistent with justice.** 
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Most persons will agree with the foregoing statement, but assum- 
ing that insurance by companies is meant, there are objections to 
this method of dealing with accidents. The premiums would be 
high, on* account of the cost of carrying on such business. The 
expenses of managing accident insurance companies cannot be taken 
at less than about 40 per cent, of their total premiums, therefore, 
of every £100 paid in premiums, there could be only £60 left 
to meet claims, I am now assuming that the interest upon the 
invested capital and funds of the companies would meet the dividend 
on their capital. A payment of £10 to insure the repayment, in case 
of accident, of £6 is, on the score of expense, a method that does not 
recommend itself. No doubt if insurance was made compulsory, and 
adequate legislative restraint placed on companies, the increased 
business would enable them to lessen their expenses materially; 
but this is problematical, as no one can say that competition might 
not still cause companies to expend large amounts in advertising and 
agency. The objection to insurance companies on the ground of 
their being likely not to make prompt settlements, and thus to force 
workmen and employers into court, is, I believe, unfounded. The 
interest of accident insurance companies, like those of fire and marine, 
is to meet liabilities promptly. Employers would cease to give busi- 
ness to companies that raised difficulties in settling claims. A more 
serious objection to insurance companies is in connection with the 
distribution of the benefits. The object of compensation is to support 
workmen while injured, and if killed, to support those dependent 
upon them, who otherwise might sink into a state of poverty, or even 
become a public burden, a condition very bad both for themselves 
and the State. Insurance companies could carry out the first part of 
this by weekly payments, as the time would be limited; but the 
second part — that is to say, continued payments in support of those 
dependent upon a workman killed — would be found to be almost 
impossible. They could only distribute death benefits in a lump sum, 
and this plan of payment immediately on death would in some cases 
give no real benefit to the receivers, as from want of self-control, 
the money might be wasted, instead of being used with thrifbiness 
while children were growing up until old enough to work, and, in the 
case of widows, until death or re-marriage. 

With an accident fund managed by Government the conditions 
are in a.ll respects more favourable. Insurance companies require to 
be guaranteed by large capital on which they must pay a dividend, 
but a Government department would require no capital at all. The 
expenses of Government management should not be more than 5 per 
cent, on the gross amount of the funds, probably they would be less than 
this; therefore, out of every £10 contributed in premiums, £9 10s. 
would be available f6r distribution in benefits. Many employers who 
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object to insurance on account of the high rates charged by offices^ 
would not object to contribute to a fund managed by Government 
where the working expenses would be almost nominal. ’ The 
Government could insure a much better and more effective .distribu- 
tion of benefits than is possible by insurance companies, and. this 
might be done by weekly payments made in any part of the country 
through the Post OflSce. Possession of, this means of distribution 
gives management by Government at once an enormous advantage 
over any other system. A farther advantage would be that the 
department would be able to exercise discretion in the distribution of 
the benefits. In some cases it would happen that a man was killed 
who left no relatives, on the other hand, there would be cases in 
which many dependent persons were to be provided for, and the 
saving where there were no heirs would provide a surplus which could 
be applied in such cases. No extra contribution should fall on 
employers on account of the number of children a workman might have, 
otherwise this would operate against those with children obtaining 
employment ; on the other hand, all the children of a workman must 
have some support in the event of his death. Therefore an 
important advantage of Government management would be that they 
would save when there was no heir, and, on the other hand, they 
would have the power to pay a larger amount than the usual com- 
pensation where there were many children or other dependent 
relatives. Full consideration of this part of the subject would carry 
us too far afield and be beyond our immediate object, which is to stow 
the advantages of compensation for all accidents from a fund 
managed by Government. It would take too much space to discuss 
exhaustively every detail of the method or the scope of possible dis- 
tribution. It is sufficient to show that in reference to the cost of 
maintaining the fund as well as to its management and distribution^ 
the Government possesses means and facilities so great as to be 
more effective than any machinery that could be created by 
insurance offices. 

But notwithstanding this it would be undesirable to make insurance 
with a Government department compulsory. The public interest 
would be best served by allowing employers to insure either with 
companies or with the Government. Although the Post Office has 
for years past carried on, life insurance business — for which they pos- 
sess exceptional advantages — ^nevertheless the business of the com- 
panies has suffered no diminution and so far the Post Office business 
has been so small that it may almost be looked upon as a practical 
failure. It might, therefore, be a mistake to assume that a Govern- 
ment department would succeed in obtaining all or even most of the 
business, and in any case it would be better to permit the free play 
of competition.' 
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Estimated Cost of State Management of an Accident Fund. 

If ‘we had a complete industrial census^ and an adequate record of 
accidents, it would be a very simple matter to calculate how much 
compensation would cost under State control ; but even in the absence 
of full details there are a sufficient number of facts obtainable to 
enable an approximate estimate to be arrived at. Assuming that 
liability would attach to every person who employs another for wages, 
and that every accident was compensated for, the cost would work out 
somewhat as follows. The Census figures are taken as a basis : 

The total population of the United Kingdom 


at tlie Census of 1801 was • . . . o7,7.'12,922 

Deducting those entered as non-producers, 
namely, women, children, scholars, and 

others .numbering 20,917,219 

there remain . . 10,81 5, 70;i 

The soldiers and sailors employed in tl\e 
defence of the country on the day of the 
Census were 1 (15,054 


and those employed under the General 
and Local Governments, including police- 
men and all officials, who are mostly pen- 
sioned, or otherwise so provided for and 
so little liable to acc.idents that we may 
leave them out of account .... 192,d90 2)57,750 

This reduces the number to . 1(1, 45 7, 95;) 

which we may consider would come within the scope of an accident 
law, excepting, of course, such of them as are employers or workers on 
their own account. Of the 16,457,953 there are, say 6,000,000 who 
follow occupations more or less risky ; all the rest are engaged in 
employments almost free from accidents, of which the following is a 
summary : 

Persons engaged in professional occupations and their 


immediate subordinates 887,532 

Engaged in commercial occupations - - Mcrcliants, 

agents, clerks, etc 504,14;^ 

Domestic servants 2,;14 1,(190 

Engaged in agriculture and fishing ...... 2,520,690 

Dress -Tailors, dressmakers, milliners, «kc. ■ . . 1,37(),326 

Food and lodging — Employed in the preparation and 

sale of food, (tc. 977,152 

Books, prints, and maps — Employed in their prepa- 
ration and s ile 173,346 

Employed in furnishing and house decoration . . 1 58,399 

Porters, messengers, warehousemen, (fee 200,284 

Dealer's and workers in paper, oil, gum, ifec. . . . 215,438 

Shopkeepers, dealers, pawubrokers, (fee 107,835 

Costermongers, hawkers, (fee. 07,717 

Miscellaneous occupations . 001,135 


10,267,693 
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There are no statistics as to accidents in the abo7e classes, and there 
are no doubt very few of them. Some occur in connection wit^i the 
working of agricultural machinery. Fishermen are also liable to be 
drowned ; but so many of them fish on shares or for their own.acconnt, 
or are employers, that the majority of them would probably be outside 
any accident law. There are also some risks to those employed in 
printing offices, who are included in the foregoing summary, but the 
accidents would be few and rarely fatal. A very large proportion of 
those enumerated are either employers or carry on business on their own 
account. At least two-thirds of the professional, and probably a half of 
the commercial classes, are so; and having regard to the number of small 
farmers in Ireland, there are probably at least a half of those engaged 
in agriculture who would not come within the law. Of those employed 
in the manufacture and sale of dress and food about a third of the 
number may be taken as working on their own account. This pro- 
portion will, however, be small in the case of those engaged in the 
book and house f urnishing and decorating trades. The domestics may 
be taken as entirely in the employment of others. Of those employed 
as shopkeepers, pawnbrokers, hawkers, &c., a very large number are 
either employers, or work on their own account. When all these are 
deducted, there will probably be out of the 10,257,693 about 7,000,000 
persons remaining who are in the employment of others and who would 
be covered by an accident law ; but the risks are so small in all these 
occupations that an almost nominal premium would suffice to meet them. 

I shall now summarise the risky occupations in which accidents 
chieily occur, and these vary from those nearly free jfrom danger to 
others which are very hazardous. The existing statistics relating to 
fatal accidents may be taken as fairly correct, but the statistics of 
non-f atal accidents issued by the Board of Trade and Home Office are 
very defective, and it is difficult to say how many of these would have 
to be compensated from an accident fund. I shall, therefore, make an 
estimate of the cost of compensating the fatal accidents only, and 
afterwards supplement the amount by an estimate of the probable 
cost of other accidents. The statistics of fatal accidents with which I 
deal are those given for the year 1892, and to facilitate calculation I 
take £200 as the average equivalent of three years’ wages, which is 
the maximum amount recoverable by a workman under the 
Employers’ Liability Act. The following numbers of persons employed 
are taken from the Census Beturns after deducting those who either 
work for themselves or are employers. 

Seamen, including captains, officers, sailors, firemen, stewards, &c., 
forming the crews of British ships registered in the United Kingdom, 
number say 220,000. In 1892 the number who lost their lives was 1835, 
which, at £150 each, w'ould amount in compensation to £275,250. 

Miners number 650,000, of whom 1068 lost their lives in 1892, and 
at £200 the compensation would be £213,600. 

VOL. LXVI. K 
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Railway-men employed by the different companies number 882,000. 
This, po doubt, includes many who are not liable to accident, such as 
officials, clerks, and others. In 1892 there were 575 railway-men 
killed, which at £200 would be £115,000. 

Lalovrcrs of all kinds number about 850,000, of whom there are 
about 66,000 entered as dock and wharf labourers. According to the 
proportion of men killed by accidents in the London docks, the total 
number of dock and wharf labourers who are accidentally killed at 
the different ports in a year are about 160. I may here mention 
that the owners of the London docks compensate every man who is 
injured and the relatives of those killed while in their employ^ 
without reference to the cause of the accident, although they would 
be legally liable in very few cases. Those entered as General- 
labourers in the Census are about 750,000, and the Factory labourers 
as between 30,000 and 40,000. This classification can only be taken 
as approximate ; labourers rarely give sufficient particulars to show 
how they should be classified. Factory and general labourers do- 
not run the same risks as those employed in docks. Taken all round, 
their risks are probably not more than one-third as many as thoso 
of dock labourers. On this basis, therefore, the general and factory 
labourers would have 640 deaths per annum, which, added to 160 of 
dock labourers, would make 800 men accidentally killed each year. 
Their wages will average less than 20.s\ a week taking broken time into 
account, but assuming three years* wages as £150, the compensation 
would amount to £120,000, 

IroUf steely and other metal workers, including engineers, stokers- 
and firemen in factories, machine workers, machinists, mechanics, 
&c., number about 1,100,000. From a Parliamentary Betnrn made 
in 1890 dealing with one year’s accidents in factories and workshops 
of this class we find that among 957,300 men employed there were 
238 fatal accidents, .^..ssuming that those represent the fatal acci- 
dents of an average year, this would give 274 in 1,100,000 men em- 
ployed, which at £200 each would amount to £54,800. 

Quarrymen of slate and stone number about 60,000, and according 
to the Eeport on Open Quarries just issued, the fatalities may be 
taken as about 90 in a year, the compensation for which at £200* 
each would amount to £18,000. 

Carijenters, joiners, hricklayers, &c., employed in the building trades 
number about 700,000. There are no figures available to show how 
many fatal accidents occur in these occupations, but in some of them 
the risks are few, whilst in others they are considerable. There are, 
however, probably not more than 200 fatal accidents per year in con- 
nection with the building trades, which at £200 each would be £40,000. 

Coachmen, cabmen, ejroomSj cairiers, waggoners, &c., employed on 
roads, number about 400,000, and while in some of these occupations 
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comparatively little risk is run, there are others in which accidents 
are more frequent. In the absence of any figures whatever to show 
what these are, I assume there are 100 fatal cases in each year, which 
at £200 would equal £20,000. 

E.i plosives . — In the manufacture of these there are about 4000 men en- 
gaged, and the work is usually considered to be very dangerous. This 
opinion is not supported by the statistics given in the Report of the In- 
spector, which shows that during the last ten years the average number 
of persons killed has been between seven and eight. There has been 
an average of nearly thirty-two fatal accidents during the same time 
in using explosives, \^hich are partly included in the fatal accidents 
reported by Mine Inspectors. It is not easy to ascertain whether they 
are all or how many are included in the Reports, as Mine Inspectors 
are not under any obligation to report deaths from explosions, except 
those by fire-damp, when it is considered necessary to have a special 
investigation into the circumstances. Taking the average deaths per 
annum at 8 in connection with the manufacture, storage and transport 
of explosives, and adding the same number for those killed by their 
use and not included in the Mining Inspectors’ Reports, we have 
sixteen altogether which would require £3200 as compensation. 

Textile Industries . — The fatal accidents in these industries are not 
numerous having regard to the large number of persons employed, 
which may be taken at 1,275,000. The Parliamentary Return already 
quoted in reference to Steel and Iron Industries gives accident 
statistics for the year 1889, showing that in textile occupations 
employing l,03t,G31 persons there were fifty-eight fatal accidents. 
Assuming the same ratio of fatal accidents amongst the 1,275,000 
persons at present employed in textile industries, the annual fatalities 
would be seventy-two, which at £200 each would require £14,400 as 
compensation. 

(Jheniieal workers number about 20,000. Although such trades 
are unhealthy they are not dangerous and deaths by accident are few. 
Taking these at ten per annum, the compensation would be £2000. 

The following tables are summaries of the foregoing estimates : 


Seamen (including all employed in 

Total number 
employed. 

Killed by 
ac'cideut 
in u } oar. 

Amount 
required for 
compensation. 

ships) 

220,000 

... 1,835 

... £277,250 

Miners 

Railway men (including clerks, 

650,000 

... 1,068 

... 213.600 

oihcials, &c. ) .... 

382,000 

575 

... 115,000 

Quarrymen 

Manufacturing, storage, and trans- 

60,000 

00 

18,000 

porting explosives 

4,000 

16 

3,200 

Iron, Steel, and Metal workers 

1,100,000 

274 

54,800 

Employed in the Textile industries 

1.276.000 

3.691.000 

72 

... 3,930 

14,400 

... £694,250 
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Wo have statistics relating to the deaths by accident in all the 
before-named industries, but in the case of the last four the numbers 
are not made up with the same completeness as they are in respect 
to the first three. 

Eut we have no official statistics relating to accidents in the 
following occupations, and have therefore to estimate the number : 



Total immhcv 

Killed by 
accident 

Amount 
rcquireil for 


ein))lo)'ed. 

in a year. 

compensatipa. 

Labourers of all kinds . . • 

850,000 

800 . 

.. i; 120,000 

Employed in. the building trades 
(except labourcis) 

700,000 

... . 200 . 

40,000 

Emi^loycd on roads (carriers, coach- 
men, waggoners, carters, &c.) 

400,000 

100 . 

20,000 

Employed in chemical works . 

20,000 

10 . 

2,000 


l,970.t)00 

... 1,110 . 

.. £182,000 


Some may think 200 fatal accidents are too few to expect in the 
building trades, but it is to be noted that builders^ labourers, to whom 
many of the accidents happen, are included in their class, and not in 
those employed in the building trades, which mean joiners, bricklayers, 
masons, slaters, paper-hangers, plumbers, ko. Of these, the brick- 
layers, slaters, and masons, who are mostly liable to accidents, are 
fewer than half of the whole number. 

. We have, therefore, actual statistical data relating to say 3,691,000 
workers, amongst whom there would be about 3930 fatal accidents 
per annum, while we have none for about 1,970,000 workers, amongst 
whom we estimate there would be 1110 fatal accidents, that is to say, 
we have statistics in reference to about 78 per cent., or nearly four- 
fifths of the fatal accidents. No large errors can therefore have crept 
into our estimate of the cost of compensating them. The above 
table shows that 69 per cent, of the total fatalities occur to seamen, 
miners, and railway-men, and that they are far more numerous with 
seamen than in any other employment. Fatalities have, however, 
been rapidly decreasing in number during recent years, the acci- 
dental deaths of seamen in 1892 having been only 55 per cent, of 
those in 1883. This improvement will no doubt continue, and is to 
be largely attributed to the superiority of modern vessels, and the 
change from sail to steam. The relative safety of the latter is shown 
by the fact that the loss of life in 1892 was 1 in 68 of those 
employed in sailing vessels, and only 1 in 233 employed in steamers. 
The Eegistrar-General has drawn attention to the fact that the 
employments of the people, as given in the Census, cannot be taken 
as exact on account of the difficulties connected with obtaining precise 
returns ; but the cliussification adopted in the Census, and used in this 
article, may be taken as indicating fairly how our population is 
employed. It is also to be noticed that the figures for those who were 
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employed by others are not obtainable with absolute accuracy, because 
some persons did not fully fill np Ihe Census forms, and say whether they 
worked for themselves or for others, or employed others. An estimate 
has therefore to be made as to how many of these belong .to those 
employed. The Census returns, however, enable us to fairly estimate 
the number that would come within the scope of our proposal, and it 
is unlikely that any serious discrepancy is contained in the result 
arrived at. The foregoing summaries of those employed in different 
classes of occupations — risky and non-risky — account for our entire 
population, and also for the seamen, who by absence were not included 
in the Census — numbering altogether nearly 38,000,000 persons. 
In the first summary there would be about 7,000,000 persons 
who follow occupations in which there are few accidents; and 
in the second and third summaries about 5,661,000 employed in 
occupations which include all those incurring serious risk of accident, 
making together about 12,661,000 persons who would come within 
the scope of an Accident Compensation Law. The estimate of the 
cost of compensation for the fatal accidents to the 5,661,000 persons 
amounts to £876,250, but to this we have to add an estimate for non- 
fatal accidents in these occupations, and also for the total number of 
accidents to the 7,000,000 persons included in the first summary. 

In estimating the number of non-fatal accidents, we have little 
reliable data to go upon, and the proportion of fatal to non-fatal 
accidents varies very greatly in different occupations. In the case of 
labourers the number of non-fatal accidents is no doubt very large 
compared with those that are fatal. On the other hand, in the case 
of seamen non-fatal accidents are relatively few. Taking into account 
these differences, and the proportion of the liability which would be 
met by the workers themselves, as explained in the next paragraph, 
the scheme would probably require no larger an amount for the com- 
pensation of non-fatal than for fatal accidents, and if this estimate 
is correct the total compensation of the 5,661,000 persons in the 
second and third summaries, covering all risky occupations, 
would be £1,752,500, to which we have to add the amount it 
would cost to compensate the accidents among the 7,000,000 
persons in the list of occupations which are free frpm risk. The 
accidents amongst them would be SO few that it is probable one- 
fifth of the sum required to compensate the workers in risky occu- 
pations would be sufficient, and this would make a total outlay of 
about £2,103,000 altogether, while the expenses connected with the 
management of the fund would be fully met by the addition of a 
further £100,000. The scale of compensation taken is the largest 
allowed by the Employers* Liability Act, and is much in excess of 
what is usually recovered in court, except in an occasional instance. 
Nevertheless, the total amount would come to only about a half per 
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cent, on the wages paid to the workers, and the addition to the cost 
of oar manufactures would be so small that it could not in any 
way iujuriously affect our trade. The statistics of fatal accidents 
are so ffill that there cannot be any serious discrepancy in the 
numbers of those I have taken, nor consequently in the suni of the 
estimated compensation, but the absence of reliable figures in 
reference to non-fatal accidents necessitates a wider estimate for 
them. However, even assuming that these were taken at too low an 
amount, the error cannot be so serious as to invalidate the practical 
value of the scheme. 

The legal liability of employers at present is probably not more than 
for one accident in ten, and it is unlikely that this proportion would 
have been more than doubled even if the Employers’ Liability Bill had 
become law, therefore four out of every five accidents would still have 
remained for which no compensation could have been recovered. 
Many accidents are caused by want of care on the part of the workers 
themselves. They must therefore be given a direct interest in 
reducing the number of accidents by increased c|re, and at the same 
time meet their share of responsibility, and this, I think, will be 
obtained by the following proposal. The General Accident Fund 
would provide compensation for severe accidents and deaths, and be 
created by a charge upon all occupations, and be paid by employers 
as insurance premiums. If workers contributed to this general fund, 
the sum of their payments would be relatively so small as to give 
them little interest in its management. Therefore, instead of con- 
tributing to a joint fund, it would be better for them to pay their 
proportion to a fund of their own to be applied to the first twelve 
working days’ expenses of all accidents, but not exceeding the amount 
of loss in wages, and the surgical charges in cases when the worker 
was not more than twelve working days absent from employment. 
The liability of the general fund would therefore always commence on 
the thirteenth day, and would also meet the medical charges if the 
accident was severe. This method would induce habits of thrift and 
give workers a direct interest in the careful oversight of their work 
and machinery and lead to the prevention of accidents. As the 
compensation for all small accidents would thus become their own 
business, the work connected ^ith their settlement would be done 
economically and efficiently, and as this subsidiary fund would be 
provided by themselves they might be relied upon to take care of 
their own money. Dealing with small accidents would be very 
difficult in any general plan of insurance ; but workmen can them- 
selves easily provide management and compensation. For example, 
the Eeport of the Accident Fund at the Oldbury Works shows that 
cut of seventy-seven accidents which occurred last year, twenty-seven 
were compensated by less than £1 each — some for as little as 5s . — but 
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in any Government-managed fund, if trifling accidents were included, 
the expenses would be enormous compared with the compensation, as 
medical examinations and certificates would be nearly as costly in small 
as in severe or fatal accidents. t 

The scheme would leave workers free either to use their fund in 
payment of premiums to Friendly Societies to meet the compensation, 
or where the number employed in one factory were sufficient they 
could form a fund of their own, but in this case it could not be applied 
in any way except in payments to workmen invalided by accident, 
nor could it be mixed with any other fund from which payments were 
made for illness, funeral expenses, or any other form of relief. These 
subsidiary funds must be used exclusively for accidents. A point to* 
be noticed is that while it would be compulsory on employers to 
insure compensation, some may think it would be as well to leav^ 
workers free to take the risk of the first twelve d^s* expenses without 
making it compulsory to provide subsidiary accident funds of their 
own, and, considering the difficulty there would be in enforcing such 
a law, optional action by workers would perhaps give the best results. 

Conclusion. 

I need not discuss the probability of any Employers’ Liability Act 
doing much to check the number of accidents. These must be 
lessened in future as they have been in the past by stricter regula- 
tions compulsorily enforced. And it may bo taken as certain that 
proportionately to the number of persons employed accidents both 
fatal and non-fatal will gradually decrease by the adoption of more 
stringent rules in reference to all dangerous occupations and of im- 
proved methods of organisation and inspection. What is the diflerence 
between the plan here proposed and that of the Government Employers’ 
Liability Bill ? It is that by this proposal there would be certain and 
regular payments, which would be large or small in proportion as the 
occupation was safe or otherwise, while by the Bill there would only 
be an indefinite future chance of payment for an accident. But if 
there was any likelihood of an uncertain occasional payment by way 
of compensation causing increased carefulness, then we may be sure^ 
that this result would follow to a much greater extent when payments, 
to meet compensation were absolutely certain and were collected in 
advance. When the fact of the responsibility came round annually 
to every employer as regularly as rent day, and when he was charged 
a sum in proportion to the risks involved in his employment — in- 
creased or lessened as he was careless or observant— is it not certain 
that he would take care to make his work safer than if permitted to 
carry on business on the ofiT-chance of some day being liable for an 
accident, proVided the case could be proved against him in court ? 
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The view that perhaps an occasional Kability would operate benefi- 
cially in causing measures to be taken that would largely lessen 
accidents may be summarily dismissed. 

There r is nothing socialistic in the proposal in the sense that 
Government would by its means control industry. It wjDuld simply 
undertake the management of the insurance fund for the whole of 
the industries of the country, charging to each a rate proportionate 
to the risks involved, and increasing or lessening these rates from 
time to time in order to keep the fund solvent, and charging less 
or more to individual employers or companies as they found their 
workshops and factories were free from accident or were otherwise, 
just as accident insurance offices do at present. The fund would 
be self-supporting, and would neither benefit the taxpayer nor be a 
charge on him. This method of dealing with the accident question 
would leave workmen free to establish, or to belong to, whatever benefit 
or friendly societies they pleased ; and they would not require to be 
connected with any fund or society as a condition of employment, nor 
would there be any contracting out. This would be in the interest 
of friendly societies as it would free them from having to set aside 
funds to meet accidents, and would thus leave them with greater 
power to deal with all distress arising from illness, loss of work, or 
otherwise. Accidents would be compensated for without reference to 
whether any person was to blame, and proof of injury would be the 
same in all cases ; this would usually be given by medical men, and 
in case of death, by coroners. It is probably impossible to devise or 
propose any method that will at once carry forcible conviction to the 
minds of either workmen or employers, but at all events it is safe to 
say that any law in the enforcement of which recourse must be had 
to the Courts is doomed to failure, and some such plan as that pro- 
posed herein must in the end be adopted, as it is the only way by 
which we can arrive at a certain, safe, and practicable method of 
closing a controversy between capital and labour, which, as time 
goes on, threatens to increase in intensity and bitterness. 


A. D. Provand. 
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I N order to form a reasonable opinion of the merits of Sir W. 

Harcourt’s Budget it is necessary to bear in mind the circum- 
stances under which it was framed. It is not sufficient to lay down 
abstract principles or to consider what might have been done if cir- 
cumstances were other than they were. Nor is it necessary to assert 
that Ihe edifice of taxation is complete, or to deny that there is still 
room, as opportunity offers, for great improvement and simplification. 
It will be enough for the credit of the present Government and for 
Sir William Harcourt’s reputation as a financier, if it can be shown, 
that certain great complications have been simplified ; that anomalies 
long complained of have been removed ; that a new and, fertile prin- 
cijDle of taxation, if not introduced for the first time, has been reso- 
lutely and permanently established ; that tho burden of military 
expenditure has been placed on the right shoulders ; and that the 
dangers of a socialistic attack upon individual property have been 
met and anticipated by 4 fair proportionate diminution of taxes on • 
the comparatively poor, and a fair proportionate increase of taxes on 
accumulated wealth. If thin can be established, the present Budget 
may properly take its place amongst the great measures which have 
helped to reconcile capital and labour ; have adapted the demands of 
government to the altered circumstances of society ; and have 
advanced the welfare of the people. What then* were the 
circumstances under which the present Budget was introduced ? 

There have been Ibur fat years, 1887-1890, followed by four, lean 
years. In both periods there was a naval scare ; and this scare, 
whether justified or not by the circumstances, was due, not to 
the demands of those who consume the bulk of dutiable articles, but 
of naval meii, of amateurs, of those who pay direct taxes, and of the 
VOL, LXVI. . L 
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Press which represents them. In the first four fat years various 
changes in taxation were made, most of them of secondary 
importance. Belief to the taxpayer, amounting to £1,400,000- till 
T904, and after that to twice that sum, was obtained by a successful 
conversion of the National Debt ; and at the same time, in a period of 
great prosperity and with large nominal surpluses, the permanent 
fund set aside by Sir Stafford Northcote for the service, of the Debt 
was reduced ‘from £28,000,000 to £25,000,000 thus diminishing 
the annual repayment of debt by £3,000,000. The demands of 
the naval scare were met by an ingenious plan. By an 
exceptional effort,” from which the next generations of the sixth and 
seventh years were to benefit, a scheme was’ devised which was to be 
“ entire in itself and adequate not only to our immediate but to our 
future wants,” and under which the navy was to be brought into a 
satisfactory condition.* This was to be done by means of a fixed 
annual expenditure -spread over a certain number of years ; and it 
was supposed that when this condition was reached the expenditure 
would become normal. The expenditure under the Naval Defence 
Act was to take place in five years ; and the debt to be paid in seven. 
Similarly under the Imperial Defence Act a debt was created by 
immediate expenditure which was to be repaid in subsequent years. 
The results do little credit to the foresight of the statesmen who 
devised the scheme. Their elaborate plans of shipbuilding had to be 
altered, and a complication of accounts ensued which no one outside 
the Treasury can understand. Our own advertised and boastful 
efforts were followed by an increase in the navies of our foreign 
rivals; and. a new naival scare was started last autumn which no 
statesman seems to have been able to resist and which has resulted in 
an increase of expenditure estimated for the present year at £3,126,000, 
and for at least that amount in succeeding years. At the same time 
the debt incurred by the former scare remained to be paid off. It 
amounted to £5,746,000 altogether, of which about £2,000,000 would 
under the scheme of the late Government have fallen on the present 
year. The natural effect of these operations was to leave the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer with a deficit for the present year which he 
estimated at £4,500,000. This was the mo^ important of the imme- 
diate financial conditions which had to be met. 

There were other conditions of more permanent importance. The 
Death Duties had long been complained of. It would be idle to 
attempt to give in this place any complete account of the inequalities 
they involved, or of the complications which successive tinkerings had 
introduced. It is sufficient to refer to the exemption of realty and 
settled j>ersonalty from Probate Duty ; to \he incompleteness of the 
Succession Duty, and to the undue pressure of taxation of all kinds on 
* See “ Hansard,” vol. cccxxxiv; pp. 1123, 1174, 1190, 1931. 
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leasehold property. On the other hand, there were complaints of the 
incidence of rates both on the part of rural landowners and of^urbain 
occupiers ; and there were also complaints by landowners of the inci- 
dence of the income-taz on land and houses. • 

Even still more important were the general political and social 
conditions of the time. Democracy had become master of the political 
situation, whilst the social distinctions of rank and wealth remained • 
untouched. Labour, which had already by the natural result of economic 
forces improved its position, was feeling its strength, and demanding 
from capital an ever-increasing share both of pay and of power. 
Socialist theories, which regard accumulated wealth as an abomination, 
and which derive a 'strength, far beyond their deserts, from the too 
obviojia inequalities of human conditions, as well as from the support 
they appear to give to tlile claims of labour, had obtained a wide 
circulation. To say that conditions such as these constituted a real 
or imminent danger to the present framework of society would be to 
do injustice to .the good sense of my countrymen. But they are 
undoubtedly factors in the situation, of which statesmen are bound to 
take serious notice, and which may easily become serious dangers 
unless they are met by reasonable sacrifice on the part of those who 
possess the good things of this world. 

How, then, have the Government met these difficulties, for serious 
difficulties they are ? What are the leading features of Sir W. 
Harcourt’s Budget ? 

In the first place, he has swept away the complications of the- 
Naval Defence Act and of the Imperial Defence Act, and has brought 
us back to the original and simple plan of making the income of the 
year pay for the expenses of the year, and of leaving the control of 
Parliament unfettered; without vainly attempting to forecast the 
exigencies of foreign politics, or the ever-changing fashions of naval 
warfare. But to do this a debt of from five to six millions had to be 
cleared ofiF, and this has been done by suspending for three years the 
New Sinking Fund, which amounts to about £1,800,000 a year.* In 
other words, a new temporary debt has been converted into part of 
the permanent debt of the nation. To the mind of an old-fashioned 
economist this is, perhaps, the saddest part of the financial scheme. 
But what else could have been done, and upon whom does the blame 
lie ? Would it have been possible, at a time when trade is bad, 
when ordinary revenue has lost its buoyancy, and when the Tory 
party, society, and the Press, are making an irresistible demand for* 
an increased annual expenditure of £3,000,000 on the navy, to find 
money for that expenditure,- and also to pay off 'Mr. Goschen's debt for 
past similar expenditure, at the rate of £2,000,000 a year ? Is* the 
fault that of Sir W. Harcourt and of the present Government, or of 
* Biidjet speecli, “Hansard,” vpi. ixiii., April 16, 1804, p. 483. 
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those who in a period of abounding prosperity, after themselves 
reducing the Sinking Fund for the purpose of reducing immediate 
tazatioo, pretended that their expenditure was exceptional, and, under 
this delusive pretence, refused to make the revenue of the year pay 
for the expenses of the year ; and thus threw upon the lean years of 
their unfortunate successors the repayment of an expenditure, of which 
they claimed the credit, but of which they declined to bear the burden ? 

But when the Tory debt had been thus cleared off, there was still 
a deficit of between two and three millions to be met by increased 
taxation in the present year ; and there will in all probability be a 
similar demand in future years. These demands have been met by 
•one of the largest schemes for the revision of taxation which we have 
known since the great Budgets of Sir It. Peel and Mr. Gladstone. 
One million has been raised 'by taxes on articles of consuiflption — 
viz., by an additional 6d. on beer and spirits. On this I am not 
concerned to speak. Whether it falls on the profits of brewers 
and distillers or on the consumers of alcoholic drinks, it is a tax 
which no economist will criticise if it answers the expectations 
formed of it, and to which no advocate of the working classes need 
object even if it should diminish consumption. 

Far more important is that part of the Budget which deals with 
the direct taxes — /.r., with the Death Duties and the Income Tax. 
It has long been an object with social reformers to make wealth pay 
a larger share of the public burdens, not only in arithmetical pro- 
portion to its amount, but in an arithmetical proportion which becomes 
greater as the amount increases. Such a x>roposal is amply justified 
by the fact that a’poor man feels the loss of a given fraction of his 
property more than a rich man feels the loss of a much larger fraction 
of his. A graduated income-tax has often been suggested, and the 
principle has been partially adopted by exemptions and partial exemp- 
tions at the lower end of the scale. In the present Budget a penny 
has been added to the income-tax, and at the same time the exemp- 
tions have been extended, so that the poorer classes of income-tax 
payers will pay both proportionately and actually less than before. 
But it is impracticable to apply the principle of graduation generally 
to the income-tax,* because that tax can only be collected at the 
fountain-head, and it is impossible to trace in what channel the stream 
subsequently flows. You can get at the aggregate income of the 
London and North-Western Railway, but you cannot tell what is the 
income from that and from other sources of each of its shareholders, 
and any attempt to arrive at that income would not only be intolerably 
inquisitorial but would be constantly evaded. 

Recourse has therefore been ha^ to the other great source of direct 
taxation — ^viz., the Death Duties, and advantage has been taken of the 
•opportunity to revise them altogether^, with the ^iew of removing some, 
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at any rate, of the inequalities which have been so much complained 
of. It is easy to give in general terms a statement of the principles 
involved ; bat it is difScult, perhaps impossible, to make intelligible 
in any popular form the complication of these duties as*they *have 
hitherto existed ; the details of the scheme by which they have been 
revised ; the labour and thought which have been necessary to put 
that scheme into shape ; or the skill, dexterity, and temper which 
have been needed in order to pilot it through the House of Commons. 

Koughly speaking, these duties are twofold in character. The one 
class is represented .by Probate Duty. This duty depends on the 
aggregate amount of the property passing on death, and is collected 
at once. Hitherto it has been confined to personalty. The second 
class is represented by the Legacy and Succession Duties. It depends 
on the actual amount of interest acquired by each recipient ; it varies 
according to the relationship of the recipient to the deceased ; and it 
is in many cases only collected when and as the individual interest of 
the recipient falls in, and then in some cases by instalments, which 
of course in many cases involves postponement of receipts. It has 
hitherto been applied both to personalty and realty, but, whilst per- 
sonalty has been taxed upon its full value, realty has hitherto only 
been taxed upon a valuation of the life interest of the successor. 

The present financial scheme extends the first of these two classes 
of duties to realty and to settled personalty, and thus does away with 
the principal exemption which has been so much complained of. All 
•property of whatever kind will henceforth be subject to .this tax, 
henceforth to be called “ Estate Duty.”* This is the first great 
reform. 

The second is to apply the principle of graduation to this duty, by 
charging rates varying from 1 per cent, on £100 to 8 per cent, on 
£l,0p0,000. Thus an estate worth £1000 will pay £20; an estate 
• worth £10,000 will pay £o00 ; an estate worth £100,000 will pay 
£5500, and to estate worth more than £1,000,000 will pay £80,000. 
Capitalised wealth will therefore bear a much larger share of the 
national burdens than it has ever yet done. 

In addition to this reform of the Probate or Estate Duty, another 
inequality has been removed by imposing the Succession Duty on 
realty, not as hitherto on the life interest of the owner, but on the 
actual value of his whole interest calculated as in the case of Probate 
or Estate Duty ; and by making it payable at once, instead of allow- 
ing it to be paid by instalments, or, if not paid at once, by charging 
interest upon it. 

At the same time, real estate, whilst thus charged in the same 
manner as personal property, has been relieved in respect of Income- 
tax, by allowing a fair deduction in respect of outgoings. 

To these alterations various objections •have been made. One of 
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the most important is that the graduated Estate Duty operates not ou 
the anvDunt which each man receives, but on the aggregate property 
of the testator. It is alleged that taxation is a charge on persons, 
and not ou property ; and that if it is right to graduate taxation 
according to ability to pay, that principle is not fairfy carried out 
when it graduates the amount taken, not according to the benefit 
received by the legatee, but according to the size of the fund out of 
which it is taken. 

It might, perhaps, have been well if there were only one form of 
Death Duty, and if it were possible to raise all that the State requires 
by one simple legacy or succe&sion duty levied in the form of a 
graduated or pro redd contribution on the special amount received by 
each legatee. But even such a duty as this would not carry out the 
principle of taxing each man according to his ability to pay. A small 
legacy may be given to a rich man, and a large legacy to a poor man. 
But taxation is a practical matter ; a certain amount of money is wanted ; 
certain duties— viz., Probate Duty on the one hand, and I.egacy Duty 
on the other — already exist ; and the immediate problem is to get 
the necessary amount out of them without such a charge as it would 
be out of the question to propose. To collect the amount of money 
which is necessary by increasing the present Legacy and Succession 
Duties, would involve an addition to those duties which would shock 
public feeling, and be practically impossible. And this difliculty is 
made still greater by the fact* that in converting Probate; Duty into 
Legacy or Succession Duty there would be an actual loss of immediate 
income, because Probate Duty is paid at once on the death of the 
testator, and Legacy and Succession Duty may be payable by instal- 
ments, or may not be payable at all until after the determination of 
subsequent life interests. 

But, in addition to these practical reasons for the course adopted, 
there is much to be said for the principle of the Probate or Estate 
Duty. This duty may be fairly regarded, not as a 'tax on the 
specific property of the legatee, but as a charge on the accumulated 
fortune of the testator. It is taken out of that fortune before 
the legatee becomes entitled to anything. Mr. Courtney ingeniously • 
describes it as a sort of deferred income-tax on the income of the 
testator which you would graduate if you could in its earlier stages, 
but which, since you cannot for practical reasons do this, you 
graduate in its final stage. And, although there is some force in 
the answer that in that case it ought to be proportioned to the 
duration and arrears of the income, Mr. Courtney’s view is valuable, 
if not as a complete argument, yet as a good illustration of the real 
principle— viz., that the tax is a -tax on. accumulated wealth — a 
principle which is at least as defensible as the principle that taxation 
must be proportioned to the benefit acquired by the donee. 
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A second criticism on the particular method adopted by the Finance 
Bill has more weight. One important feature in the scheme is, as 
already stated, the extension of the Estate Duty to settled personalty. 
But settlements, whether \)y deed or will, are still inadequately dealt 
with.. Where property is. settled, the Estate Duty is only to be paid 
once during the existence of the settlement ; and in lieu of it an 
extra duty of 1 per cent, is to be charged on the value of the estate. 
How this will work may be illustrated by an example. Take the 
case of a father with three sons. If he leaves his property to the eldest, 
and the eldest leaves it to the second, and the second to the third, each 
gift being absolute, the property will pay Estate Duty on each of the 
three devolutions. But if the father settles the property on the eldest 
son for life, then on the second son for life, and then to the third son, . 
the property will only pay Estate Duty once, with an addition of 
1 per cent, on the value, which will of course be very far from 
equivalent to the duty which would have been paid if there had been 
no settlement. This method of charging settled estates is, therefore, 
open to two objections. In the first place, it enables a testator who 
has an absolute power- of disposition to determine what amount of 
Estate Duty his property shall pay long after his death ; and in the 
second place, by enabling him to withdraw it from taxation, it 
encourages the practice of settlement, a practice which involves many 
social and economical evils. 

In truth, many of the complications and some of the defects of the 
present scheme are due,’ not to any want of ability on the part of our 
financiers, but to the state of our law. If the House of Lords would 
agree to allow real property to vest, like personalty, in the executor, 
as was once proposed by Lord Salisbury and has more recently been 
proposed by Lord Herschell, and if they would also agree to curtail 
the pernicious power of settlement, we should, besides gaining many 
other advantages, social, economical, and political, be enabled to devise 
a niore simple and more efficient system of taxation. 

r have said thus much on the principal criticisms of the special 
methods adopted ih the Finance Bill. Other detailed criticisms of its 
special provisions there may be, upon which it would be* tedious and 
unnecessary to enter here. They have been made and answered, and 
repeated usqitc ad nauseam^ in the debates on the various stages of 
the Bill. There are, however, other objections of a more general 
nature which it may, be interesting to notice. ♦ 

It has been said that a tax on capital is specially injurious to 
reproductive industry, and great authorities are quoted in support of 
this objection. It is one, I confess, which I have never been able to 
understand. All taxes are ])ro tanto injurious to reproductive. industry : 
they take from producers wtat might otherwise be employed in repro* 
duction, and spend it on objects which are often non-reproductive ; 
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bat it is surely not more injurious to a man’s industry to take from 
him p. part of the capital which he has saved than to take from him a 
part of the income which he is saving. It may possibly be said that 
if you take the tax from his income you will .make him Tetrench his 
unproductive expenditure, whilst if you take it from his capital, you 
take it from a reproductive investment already made. But this is a 
refined speculation which it would be impossible to establish as a 
fact. Any taxation of any kind is no' doubt, tantOy a check to 
reproductive expenditure and to the employment of labour. But 
assuming that a certain quantity of money has to be raised for the 
service of the State, there is not the least reason for supposing that 
a direct tax on capital will have more effect than other taxes in check- 
ing reproductive industry. A tax on income is either a tax on the 
proceeds of capital or on industry ; and a productive tax on consump- 
tion of anything except beer, spirits, and tobacco must be a tax on 
food or raw materials. Any of these taxes are at least as injurious 
to reproductive industry as a direct tax on capital. It is sometimes 
said that a tax on capital will drive capital out of the country 
and cause our savings to be invested abroad. I should like those 
who advance this argument to tell us in which of the foreign .countries 
to which they refer, the burden of taxation, the methods of raising 
it, and the general financial arrangements are so much superior to 
our own as to invite the capital which we are supposed to be driving 
away. 

Another favourite objection is, that if we once abandon arithmetical 
proportion and make the rate as well as the amount of taxation 
increase with the magnitude of the capital taxed, there will be 
no halt on the downward road till we have taxed all big capitals 
away, and have arrived at complete Communism. This objection is 
our old friend the thin end of the wedge in a new form ; and.it is 
a suflScient answer to it to say that there is an amount of moderation 
and cOmmon-seuse amongst our countrymen sufficient to prevent 
suicide ; and, further, as regards popular demands, that there is more 
danger in stubborn resistance than in moderate concession. 

A dangerous situation might indeed arise if the rich were to do all 
the paying and the poor all the spending ; and I confess I look with 
anxiety at the recent partial dissociation of local constituencies from 
actual ratepaying. But as regards Imperial I'inance, at any rate, this 
risk seems to me to be at present remote, and to be much less formid- 
able than the repeated detnands of our richer classes for increased 
military expenditure. * 

As regards the extension of the whole Death Duties to rehlty, it is 
objected that real property bears the whole burden of local taxation 
in the form of rates, to the exemption of personalty ; and that this is 
a fair ground for the exemptions from Death Doty which realty has 
hitherto enjoyed. 
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I Bhonld be much iuclined to say with Sir W. HarQourt, that as a 
general rule the best way tg make taxation fair is to make each tax 
as fair as possible without incumbering ourselves with the veiy 
difficult problem whether the unfairness of one tax is or is not 
counterbalanced by the unfairness of another. This is specially true 
in the present case. Dolus latct in (jemralibus. There are a number 
of fallacies involved in the apparently simple proposition that the 
liability of realty to rates should be set off against its exemption from 
Probate Duty. In the first place pure personalty does, under Mr. 
Goschen’s arrangements, already bear a considerable portion of local 
burdens. In the second place the word ‘'realty” as used in the 
objection is ambiguous. In rerum natnra leaseholds are realty, and 
as such they bear their full share of the burden of local taxation, if 
not more than their share. In the eyes of the law they are personalty, 
and as such they have hitherto borne their full share of the death 
duties, to the relief pro tunto of freeholds. It is therefore deceptive 
to speak of “ realty ” as bearing all local burdens, or of personalty 
as exempt from those burdens. In the third place, it is not so 
much the rates simply, as the increase in the rates, which is so 
much complained of. Now it was proved by Mr. Goschen in 1867, 
and the proof has been brought down to the present time by 
the Keturns which he set on foot, that the burden of rates, of 
which so much complaint is made, may be roughly divided 'into two 
portions, the Rural Rate and the Urban Rate, one of which, viz., the 
Rural Rate, is hereditary, and has not increased ; the other of which, 
viz., the Urban Rate, is not hereditary and has increased largely in 
recent years. The Rural Rate, speaking again roughly, is borne by the 
rural landowner ; the Urban Rate is borne primarily by the occupying 
householder, and, if and so far as it is thrown back on the urban 
landowner, the increase which has taken place in it is compensated 
and more than compensated to him by the increase in the value and* 
rental of his property. Further, the occupier in urban districts who 
pays the rate directly is oftefi a. leaseholder, and may for the purpose 
of the present controversy be considered as interested in personalty 
rather than in realty. So far, therefore, as concerns the owners of 
real property in rural districts as distinguished from real property in 
urban districts, and so far as concerns the owners of real property in 
urban districts as distinguished from the occupiers of that property, 
the case of the owners of realty for relief from rates fails, and there is 
nothing in the burden of local rates upon them which calls for any 
special exemption from Death Duties. 

The present condition of English agriculture under the influence of 
foreign competition raises an argument of greater weight, and makes 
one wish that the rectification of the Death Duties could have taken 
effect at a time when rural landowners were more prosperous than 
unfortunately they now are. Few people can have read the dignified 
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appeal made bj the Duke of Devonshire on behalf of great landowners 
who do their duty, and more perhaps than their duty, without respect 
apd sympathy. To the present writer, one of the saddest and 
most unfortunate events in the recent development of party strife 
in this country has been the divorce from the popular party of “ the 
great houses ” who for more than a century ‘‘ have loved the people 
well.” Nor can any one travel through this beautiful England of 
ours without feeling how much of its beauty, of iti^ charm, of all its 
inherited wealth of hall and bower,” of park* and moor and field and 
forest, traversed by pleasant paths and open to enjoyment by the 
whole community, is due to the proper pride, the wealth, the taste, 
and the liberality of successive generations of noblemen and squires 
who have spent in adorning the country the means and efforts which 
in other countries have been devoted to seaside villas or to urban 
palaces. It will be an evil time for town-dwollers in England when 
Yorkshire and Sussex, Cumberland and Devonshire, are cut up into 
ten-acre villas or three-acre allotments. 

But is any such desolation likely ? Is it made more likely by such 
a measure as the present Finance Bill ? No doubt the position of the 
heir when he comes into possession of a landed estate, with nothing 
to look to but his rents, is a difiicult one already ; and the immediate 
effect of the present Budget will be to make it more difiicult. But 
the probafbility is that the new claim will be met, as so many other 
claims are met, by ins*urance, and that the so-called Death Duty will 
in this way become, in Mr. Courtney’s phrase, an income-tax on the 
ancestor. Nor, though land is no longer so much sought for as it 
formerly was for purposes of profitable investment or of social or 
political power, can I see any cessation of the pride and pleasure 
which rich men feel in owning and enjoying, and, often happily, in 
sharing with others, objects of natural interest and beauty. Kngland 
*has not become less desirable since the Repeal of the Corn Laws, and 
there is no reason why she should be so in future. 

It must be remembered, too, that there is another side to the 
Duke of Devonshire’s picture. If the literal landowner is a blessing 
to the public, the landowner whose mind is filled with the thought of 
his own possessions may be an equal curse. The man who grudges 
an inch of land for any public improvement ; who shuts up footpaths ; 
who nips the roadsides ; who cribs common ; who excludes the public 
from his woods and mountains in order to massacre some hundreds of 
pheasants or to shoot a few stags ; and who for such purposes 
accumulates and appropriates the soil of the country, is a being whom 
we would not unwillingly tax out of existence. 

After all, the question of taxation is a, question of justice and of 
expediency rather than of feeling, and sympathy for a class which at 
the present moment is, perhaps, suffering even more than the rest of 
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the community, ought not to prevent the adoption of a reform which 
justice and expediency require. ^ 

I have referred above to local rates, and to the way in which they, 
are, under Mr. Goschen’s arrangements, deriving relief from Imperial 
taxation. In this respect, the Budget 'Bill keeps things as they are 
by appropriating out of the Estate Duty towards the relief of local 
rates, a sum equal to the amount which would have been payable for 
that purpose out of the Probate Dat}^ under the arrangements made 
by Mr. Goschen. This is, of course, only a temporary step, and 
must, as Sir W. Harcourt admitted, be followed by a complete 
reconsideration. of the financial arrangements between the Imperial 
Treasury and local authorities. When this is done, and it cannot 
long be delayed, questions of great importance and great difficulty 
will have to be considered — 6.^., Are the present taxes the proper 
taxes to hand over to local authorities ? Could not some local 
taxes be substituted which would make the local bodies, under 
prqper restrictions to be imposed by Parliament, themselves the 
taxing authorities, instead of being, as they now are, the 
mere recipients of Imperial funds ? • Ought any conditions 
to be imposed on the receipt of local relief from Imperial 
sources? Is the present relief fairly distributed between London 
and the provinces, between town and country, and if not, on 
what principles should it be distributed ? And when these questions 
are considered, it will be difficult to avoid the still more difficult 
question of the incidence of local taxation. Urgent as these questions 
are, it would obviously have been impossible to add a discussion of 
them to the business of the present session ; and they are properly 
postponed. At the same time the establishment of the Death Duties 
on a reasonable and permanent footing is a step which will make it 
more easy to effect a readjustment of the relations between Local and 
Imperial finance, 

It’remains to sum up the results of the Budget scheme. 

A novel, complicated, and dangerous system of finance has been 
swept away, and we have returned to the simple plan of paying as we 
go. This has not been done without making posterity pay the debt 
which, according to the plan of the late Government, would have been 
charged on their immediate successors. 

The long-standing controversy concerning the Death Duties has 
been settled by a plan, which if not absolutely free from faults, has 
the great merit of taxing all kinds of property equally. 

The principle of graduating taxation so that large properties shall 
pay not only more, but more in proportion to their size, than smaller 
properties; if not now introduced for the first time, has for the first 
time been accepted as ap acknowledged and permanent principle of 
taxation. 
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The Income-tax has been raised, and at the same time, its propor- 
tionate incidence on the landowner and on the less wealthy classes 
, has been lightened. 

By^hese various means a formidable deficit has been met, and 
money has also been found to meet a new demand for increased naval 
expenditure. 

Finally, the classes who call for increased naval and military 
expenditure have had an excellent object-lesson. They have been 
taught that those who call the tune must pay the piper. 

It is obvious from the attitude of the wonld-be opponents of the 
measure that these considerations prevail with the constituencies. 
There have been indeed two attempts on the second and third 
readings of the Bill to combine discordant elements in opjiosing 
the measure as a whole, but these attempts have failed ; whilst the 
divisions in Committee have shown how hollow the opposition haSs 
been. There has been a tedious fire of prolonged criticism, to which 
any scheme of the kind is peculiarly open. But with the exception 
of one honoured name, which we regret to see on the wrong side, 
it has been carried on by lawyers and financial amateurs, and has 
received no whole-hearted support from organised parties or from 
Parliamentary leaders. No one has dared to propose any large reduc- 
tion of expenditure. No one has been able to suggest any other 
or better means of meeting the existing deficit and tlie demands 
ci*eaied by the naval scare. No one has ventured to suggest additional 
taxes on industry, or on consumption ; or to show that the increasing 
demands of the State can be properly met otherwise than by taxing 
accumulated wealth. The Iludget has been bold ; but it has been, 
and it is, popular. It has raised the credit of the Ministry and the 
reputation of Sir W. Harcourt. , How much of what is behind the 
Scenes is due to him and how much to others, we do not know and 
ought not to know. But of the zeal, ability, skill, and temper with 
which he has piloted the measure through the House of Commons we 
can all judge ; and if it is ever right to make forecasts of what people 
will say hereafter, I venture to think that his Budget will rank with 
the great efforts of Sir R. Peel and Mr. Gladstone. 


Parker. 



THE WITCH OF ENDOR AND 
PROFESSOR HUXLEY. 


O F all Bible stories none is more popular with children than the 
tale of the Witch of Endor. On wet Sunday afternoons the 
most admired plate in the folio Bible, is that which shows Saul falling 
forward on the earth, and the witch woman shrinking back in astonish- 
ment and awe, and the white-bearded, shadowy figure of the Prophet, 
rising up from the silence of Sheol. The woman of Endor is beloved 
by controversial infancy, just launched, unconsciously, on the stream 
of Biblical criticism, and pleading, against the verdict of parent or 
nurse, for the existence of ghosts and witches. The early syllogism 
runs thus : 

The Bible is true : 

The Bible says there wore a witch and a ghost : 

Therefore, there are ghosts and witches. , 

We often meet with worse arguments in later life, as when science 
avers : 

“ I don’t take any interest in the question,” with the suppressed 
inference, “ therefore there is nothing in it but nonsense.” 

Our instructors in our infancy, however, met our logic with pleas 
more subtle, though not wholly satisfying. . Thus, “ There wcrr 
witches, or at least there was a witch, but that was before the 
coming of the Gospel. So now run away and see if you can find a 
ripe strawberry.” 

Thus was the daring metaphysical speculation of infancy diverted 
into practical researches. Or again, the answer would be, Saul 
was a bad man, and therefore the devil* was allowed to deceive him 
in the shape of Samuel.” ‘‘ But it does not say anything about the 
5evil ; and the ghost’s prophecy came true.” “ Oh, no doubt that 
was permitted for wise reasons. So now run away,” ut supra. 
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The gardener and I often hammered at this problem, when my 
years were five or six in number. He may have known, but I did 
’^ot, that no text was ever more relentlessly put on the rack by the 
scholars of the seventeenth century than 1 Samuel xxviii. 7-25. 
They tried it in all ways, and applied such tests of Hebrew philology 
as they were acquainted with to the perplexing narrative. Samuel 
was a good, though not a peculiarly amiable man, a servant of heaven ; 
it seems, therefore, unlikely that a wicked, persecuted witch would 
be allowed to call him up from his rest. Then who did “come up”? 
Did Samuel appear spontaneously, by his own freewill, or was it the 
devil in his shape, or was it an angel, or was it a fraud, as daring 
sceptics of the Eestorat^fei might suggest ? Greek and Hebrew tests 
were applied. by Catholics, Protestants, Puritans, and Freethinkers, to 
the sacred text and to the Septuagint. But nothing was really 
settled, though orthodox and mystic authors clung to their Witch of 
Endor, as against Reginald Scott, Wagstaffe, and other doubters. 

The old scholars had Hebrew, but only a few of them had an 
inkling of Anthropology and of the Comparative Method. Now, 
Professor Huxley approaches the charmed riddle of our childhood, 
equipped with anthropology and the comparative method, but, 
more or less, without Hebrew, Nevertheless he has, no doubt, taken 
the best advice on the linguistic part of the problem.* I have 
turned eagerly to Professor Huxley’s pages, but, alas ! he does not 
absolutely satisfy me, any more than the gardener did in our old dis- 
cussions, as he reasoned, leaning on his spade. It is not that I wish 
to believe in witches, who could call up dead prophets from beyond 
our bonds of time and space. It is only that, as the lowliest among 
students of anthropology and the evolution of religion, I do not find 
Professor Huxley’s arguments in all points convincing. It is “ purely 
4s a question of anthropology,” that the Professor treats of “ the origin, 
growth, decline, and fall of speculations respecting the existence, the 
powers, and the dispositions of beings anabgous to men, but more or 
less devoid of corporeal qualities, which may be broadly included 
under the head of theology.” I might possibly prefer to read 
“ demonology ” for “ theology ” in this place ; but assuredly the 
question of the evolution of belief, of demonology, of religion; is an 
historical and anthropological question. By “historical” I do not 
mean to speah of history as gathered from written documents alone. 
I mean the study of opinions and institutions often much older than 
any known form of writing. These “ prehistoric ” institutions and 
ideas are examined by the comparison of stunted or decaying sur- 
vivals in civilisation, with analogous and living conceptions among 
the less developed peoples, who are known to us by actual contact, op 

* * See “The Evolution of Theology, an Anthropological Study,"’ in Science and 
llehrew Tradition. Macmillans. 1893. 
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by authentic report. This method, of coarse, has its own perils ; in 
no ^udy are wide and minute reading, and sceptical weighirig of 
testimony and watchfulness against false analogies more imperatively 
necessary. Mr. Westermarck, in his work on Human Marriage,” has 
said all that need be said in warning against the idola which haunt 
the anthropolo^cal “ cave.” 

Examining the condition of* theology in ancient Israel, Professor 
Huxley describes briefly the “ stratified deposits ” of the many ages 

left by the stream of the intellectual and moral life of Israel.” In 
these strata are embedded numerous remains of forms of thought 
which once lived” (many are “living yet'^), and which “are of 
priceless value to the anthropologist.” Amdhig the fossils is the tale 
of the Witch of Endor.^ “ This reveals a fqrm of thought ” which, I 
venture to say, is living yet, for example, in Zululpnd and in rural 
England. More than one recent Zulu king Unconsciously imitated 
Saul’s persecution of witches, at one moment ; while, in another mood^ 
he would seek eagerly to his wizards. In* fact, a Zulu king would 
massacre unofficial witches like her of Endor, having had them 
“ smelled out ” by his official seers, who themselves, like Elijah with 
Ahab, were not safe' from the vengeance of Chaka. I do not, of 
course, dream of placing Elijah or Samuel on the level of an official 
Zulu prophet in the. employment of the Court. But both the 
Hebrew prophets and the Zulu Court-seej*s were recognised as orthodox 
in opposition to the persecuted and unrecognised witches. Thus we 
have, or twenty years ago we had, in Zululand and in many other 
countries examples of that “.form of thought ” actually living, which, 
in the Book of Samuel, Professor Huxley detects in a fossil condition. 

Here then is a case in which the anthropological method is on firm 
ground of fact and evidence. It is needless’ to add that similar 
forms of. thought prevailed in the Middle Ages and later. It might 
be a question of mere political prejudice whether the xoifavt, or 
royante^ was recognised, honoured, and, perhaps, canonised ; or was 
burned like Jeanne d’Arc — now declared “ Venerable,” and, perhaps, 
destined to be canonised after all. So, under the Restoration, the 
Rev. Mr. Welsh was looked on as a warlock by Episcopalians, as a 
saint bv the friends of the Covenant. 

Turning to the story of the Witch of Endor, “ it does not matter 
very much” to Professor Huxley’s present purpose “whether the 
anecdote is historically true or whether it merely shows what the 
writer believed.” Professor Huxley “ sees no reason to doubt, firstly, 
that Saul made such a visit, and secondly that he, and all who were 
present, including the Wise Woman of Endor herself, would have 
given, with entire sincerity, Yevj much the same account of the 
business as that in the Bible.” . , 

In the words which I hav*e italicised Professor Huxley may seem 
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to some to give away his case. For, as we shall presently see, he 
belieyes that the Wise Woman herself uttered the voice which she 
attributed to Samuel. But as the Professor appears to hold that the 
woman 'honestly regarded herself as what is now called by sqme an 
inspirational medium,” his argument for her sincerity is quite 
sound. Thus, to take a modern example, there is; in a distant 
continent, a lady named Mrs. Piper. * Through her, when she is in a 
kind of trance, speaks, or used to speak, in a voice not hers, a being 
styling himself Dr. Phinue. He was in life a French physician, he 
declares, but he does not know French ! He does know, or pretends 
to know, a number of things which Mrs. Piper does not know or is 
believed not to know. The curious anthropologist will find two 
hundred and sixty pages of information about Mrs. Piper in ‘‘ The 
Proceedings of the Society for Psychical Research” (part xvii.). 
Professor William James, of Harvard tJniversity, has examined this 
^ise woman, Mrs. Piper, and says “ the result is to make me feel as 
absolutely certain as 1 am of any personal fact in the world that she 
knows of things, in her trances which she cannot possibly have heard 
in her waking state, and that the definitive philosophy of her trances 
is yet to be found. ’ 

If Professor Huxley, per unpossibilr, were to do me the honour of 
reading these pages, I might assure him that, after studying the 
report on the American wise woman, I am not myself convinced that 
she^ knows things in trance which she does mot know when wide 
awake. The opposite impression, however, has been made on the 
Harvard professor by his own experience. 

My point, in any case, is that, granting for the sake of argument, 
Mrs. Piper’s personal honestv, then she precisely answers to Professor 
Huxley's theory of the Witch of Endor, That is, she utters words 
which she — like the witch with her “ entire sincerity — believes to 
be not her own, but proceeding from her person in the voice of 
another, who is Dr. Phinue in her case, and was Samuel in the more 
ancient example. But if Professor James is right, and if Professor 
Lodge, F.R.S., is right, no conceivable deception can explain the 
facts.” So says Professor Lodge. On that theory, or in accordance 
with that belief, we have not yet settled the Witch* of Endor and 
Mrs. Piper.. Anthropology has still something, indeed a good deal, 
•to do in this direction. This, at least, is the conclusion of two 
philosophers, of whom one bears the revered title of F.R.S. ! 

Let us then, as Professor Huxley says, study attentively the Bible 
•story, ''as a. piece of evidence bearing on an important anthropological 
problem.” Now„ to myself it seems that if we are to attempt this 
study, it must be by the comparative method. We must compare 
^with the ancient, and, as Biblical critics will say, the unauthenticated 
4;ale about Saul,* many closely analogous, examples, either narrated in 
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attested history or reported by living witnesses of scientific eminence, 
such as the two Professors of Psychology in Liverpool and Harvard. 
As examples in the past, we might begin by adducing those cited by 
M. Quicherat, one of them on the highest* Prpnch scientific arfthority, 
in his “ Aper^us Nouveaux sur Joanne d’Arc/’ M. Quicherat, I need 
hardly say, was the great French palmograph and historian, recently 
dead. These comparative studies of similar modern cases appear to 
belong to science by their method, but as they are not Jiere employe# 
in the ‘‘ anthropological study ” of Professor Huxley, we may now 
pass on, with the protest that they are germane to the matter. 

Saul, encamped at Gilboa, inquired of Jahveh,^’ but received no^ 
response, “neither by dreams, nor by Urim [crystal gazing?], noi* 
by prophets.” Assuming that the consulters of Urim and the 
prophets were impostors, more or less conscious, it may easily be 
conceived that they shrank from even ambiguously oracular replies 
in a dangerous crisis. Saul, therefore, sought for a v/oman “ who 
had a familiar spirit, as Mrs. Piper has her Dr. l^hinue. The lady 
of Endor was a survivor of similar practitioners — “ mediums,” as 
Professor Huxley puts it — whom Saul “had put away out of the 
land.” “ Saul goes to this woman,” says the Professor, and here he 
omits an essential circumstance. “ Saul disguised himself, and put 
on other raiment, and went ” (1 Samuel xxvii. 8). ' Now, as we 
shall again have occasion to remark, if we are to criticise the story at 
all, we must take it as it stands. We cannot accept this feature of 
the narrative, and reject that, at our arbitrary pleasure, or as chances 
to suit our bias or our argument. If we are to leave put one portion 
or another we must state our reasons for the excision. Is there any 
linguistic modernM in the Hebrew for “ Saul disguised himself and 
put on other raiment?” that why Professor Huxley omits any 
mention of a precaution which redounds to the credit of Saul as a 
psychical researcher ? Alas ! as "a French critic says of Mr. Gladstone 
and Professor Huxley, in their controversy about the swine of Gadara, 
we “ are both amateurs,” in Hebrew scholarship. However, if the 
Professor has scholarly counsel which, in 1 Samuel xxviii. 8, detects 
an interpolation, I leave it to the learned, merely remarking that 
Professor Huxley should have stated the fact. It is not vefy impor- 
tant, if Saul promised “ immunity ” to the woman, as Professor Huxley 
says. And, if he did this, who could he be but Saul ? However, 
the Bible only says that Saul swore by the Lord that “ there shall 
no punishment happen to thee for this thing.” Clearly the solemn 
oath may have satisfied the witch, whereas “ a promise of immunity ” 
(as Professor Huxley puts it) could only come from the king, who 
thus made his disguise of no avail. 

The king’s requests were : (1) “ I pray thee divine unto me by the 
familiar spirit ” ; 'and (2) “ Bring him up whom I shall name to thee.” 

VOL. LXVI. M 
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“ Whom shall I bring up ? says the woman. “ Samuel/^ says the 
king. The woman then “ saw Samuel/' and “ cried with a loud voice 
.... why hast thou deceived me ? for thou art Saul.” Now, if 
she wah “ entirely sinceye ** (as Professor Huxley says), if she herself 
would have told very much this tale with entire sincerity,” then she* 
had, let us say, a hallucination of a Presence, and with it a sudden 
sense of her real danger, and of the neighbourhood of the personating 
■king. These, are interesting psychological circumstances. Saul, 
apparently, saw nothing ; at all events, he asked : “ What sawest 
thou ? ” She answered : “ I saw gods ' (Elohim) “ ascending out of 
the earth.” Elohim here appears to mean, as Eeuss explains, “some- 
•thing superhuman, commanding respect and terror.” It would have 
been in some Australian dialects, Vuu in Melanesian: any- 

thing ranging from ghosts to gods. What form is he of ? " asks 
the king. “ An old man cometh up, and he is covered with a mantle.” 
“ And Saul perceived that it was Samuel, and he stooped with his 
face to the ground.” • 

So far, one can conceive of nothing simpler, granting imposture. 
The woman was now aware that Saul was Saul, and that he wanjbed 
Samuel. It is only fair to add that Saul’s very unusual height miist 
have made it difficult or impossible for him to conceal his identity. 

From his shoulders and upwards he was taller than than any of the 
people.’' He* could not, like Prince Charles, ‘‘ display a rare genius 
for skulking,” and shine in the arts of M. Lecoq. Of course every- 
body knew that the late Samuel was ‘‘ an old man,” and prophets 
habitually wore a ‘‘ mantle.” The narrator, however, like ih’ofessor 
Huxley, believed in “ the entire sincerity ” of the woman, as his story 
plainly declares. Then follows Saul’s statement of his forlorn condi- 
tion, and need of counsel. The counsel is given by Samuel. “ Then 
said Samuel to Saul,” with what ensues. ' Professor Huxley argues 
that it was’ really* the woman who spoke. 

The Septuagint calls her literally, “ a ventrilo- 

quist,” but this is only the opinion of the Greek translators. Grant- 
ing that she did do the speaking, she exactly answers to Mrs. Piper, 
and may have sincerely believed (like Mrs. Piper, ex hypothesi) that 
Samuel ^as using her vocal organs. But what did she, or what did 
Samuel say ? What were the contents of the message ? Now, what 
were they likely to be ? Was it probable that, instead of “ prophesy- 
ing smooth things,” this heretical outcast, this remnant of an 
evil and heathenish class ; denounced and extirpated by the religion 
of Jahveh ; not suffered to live, by Jahveh’s command ; would adopt 
the Jahvehistic terminology, the Jahvehistic ideas, would rebuke in 
Jahveh’s name, a.nd would end with the awful and veridical prophecy, 

Jahveh will deliver Israel also into the Hands of the Philistines, 
and to-morrow shalt thou and thy. sons be with’ me." Professor 
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Huxley perhaps regards the contents of the message as a skilled 
dramatic presentment by the witch. If she really conceived herself 
to be possessed or “ inspired,” perhaps her unconscious self furnished 
her speech. For myself, and with submission, I must aver that the 
contents seem to me quite out of keeping with the •character of the 
proscribed witch and imperilled heretic who uttered them. With the 
ideas she could have no sympathy ; and, as most soothsayers in all 
ages have known, it is a parlous thing to prophesy to kings' their 
own defeat and death. Saul had already demonstrated, on the 
persons of the priests of Jahveh at Nob, his short method with the 
recalcitrant clergy. If she was as -clever as most mediums,” she 
of Endor would have taken the broad hint. Had Saul been vie-* 
torious, had Saul survived, his oath would have perished like stubble 
in flame. Professor Huxley does not argue that the rebuke and the 
prediction are a deliberate Jahvehistic gloss and interpolation. The 
dramatic merit of the story depends on the prophecy and its complete 
and immediate fulfilment. We have little right to select this and 
omit that part of a tradition or of a myth, as Mr. Grote .shows, in 
defiling with Greek legends. As Professor Huxley observes, “ I see 
no answer , to the argument that .one has no right to pick out of an 
obviously unhistorical statement the assertions which happen to be 
probable, and to discard the rest ” (p. 'J51). If the story is true, 
then the Witch of Endor is as puzzling now as she was in the old 
days of childish discussion with the gardener. If it is unhistorical,” 
we have no right to keep the rest,, and discard the veridical predic- 
tions. Thus it really seems not to “ matter very much ” whether the 
story is historically true, or whether it only shows what the writer 
believed. If, as Pfofessor Huxley holds, the wise woman herself 
would have given very inucb the extant account of the busi- 
ness “ with entire sincerity,’^ then it is open to us to believe that, 
in her rebuke and prophecy, “ she spoke not of herself,” but was 
otherwise inspired. And that would be a very important fact in 
anthropology, though, of course, by no means a fact isolated or un- 
exampled. 

I hasten to add that this is merely an argument ad hominem. It 
is open to any critic to allege that the whole story is a post-Bxilian 
figment. But that does not seem to be the view of Professor 
Huxley. 

On the contrary, he deduces certain conclusions as to early Israelite 
belief in a surviving spirit, after the fcodily death, from the passage 
about “ bringing up ” Saul. It is indeed almost incredible, a priori, 
that Israel, alone of mankind, should have disbelieved in a future life. 
That life in Sheol was, thinks Professor Huxley, ungraced by reward, 
unvexed by punishment. But how could this be if, as he says, the - 
moral and intellectual characteristics were supposed to survive ” ? 
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Quisque suos pat iviiir manes. We, now and hereafter, help to make 
our own hell and heaven. However, this iliay have been an idea too 
i;efined for Hebrews or Philistines. 

The^ conclusion to which Professor Huxley advances from his , 
text of the Witch of Endor is not stated with blunt precision. It 
must be interpreted in the light of his other declarations as they 
appear in the body of his numerous theological writings. It is 
Professor Huxley’s conviction that ‘'the end of the evolution of 
theology will be like its beginning : it will cease to have any relation 
to ethics.” 

This statement assumes that Professor Huxley knows what the 
beginning of theology was ; and knows that, in its earliest stage, 
theology bore to ethics no relation whatever. The science from which 
Professor Huxley derives this knowledge is the science of 
anthropology, as applied to the study of the evolution of theology. 
Now it has fallen to my lot to pursue that science, so applied, for 
many a year, to write much upon the matter, in books and articles, 
and to lecture on it, from the Gifford Chair, in the University of St. 
Andrews. Anthropology, human history in fact, is not an esoteric 
pursuit, open only to the men of the laboratory ; they, indeed, by 
virtue of their other special vocations, are apt to be amateurs in this 
field. Very well, the* result of my own inquiries has been to con- 
vince me that we know nothing with certainty about the beginning of 
theology, and, therefore, cannot . tell whether, in its earliest stage, it 
was wholly unrelated to ethics or not. This nescience (in a matter 
where Professor Huxley is not an agnostic, but knows all about it) was 
forced upon me, contrary to my anticipations, by the study of 
anthropology. 

Professor Huxley’s own method is to d'emonstrate, by the story of 
the apparition of Samuel’s “spirit” — called vaguely Elohirn, a name 
also applied in the Hebrew to “ gods ” — that the foundation of the 
religion of Israel is “ the ghost theory.” Of course this may seem 
startling to theologians who have, somehow, convinced themselves that 
Israel had no form of belief in a life continued beyond the grave. 
With Professor Huxley I am convinced that they did entertain this 
belief : that it is “ the foundation of the whole ” of their “ theological 
system,” I am by no means convinced. Professor Huxley examines 
the fossil forms (as it were) of ancestor worship, idol worship, 
anthropomorphic conceptions of deity, divination in ecstasy, or by lot, 
or in other ways, among the early Israelites, and he produces parallel 
cases among various peoples from all parts of the globe. Orthodoxy 
is wont to reply that these institutions and ideas were merely 
borrowed by Israel, bontrary to Israel’s better knowledge, from the 
neighbouring tribes. Examples . of borrowing may have occurred : 
Professor Huxley can hardly deny it, for he supposes Israel to have 
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borrowed largely from Egypt.* But I am mclined to regard the 
borrowing of religion or superstitious ideas rather as the exception, 
and development within the nation as the prevalent rule. Not only 
do I accept Professor Huxley’s account of Israelibish parallels to 
savage or barbaric theological ideas, but I could add curious examples 
to his list. ^ The probable origin of the Tabernacle and of the Bphod, 
for instance, might please him much ; however, he will encounter the 
significant facts as he pursues his anthropological studies. 

Where I differ from Professor Huxley is in refusing to dogmatise 
on the first stage-of theology, in refusing to maintain, as indubitable 
fact, that ‘‘ the ghost theory ” is the foundation of the whole 
system ” ; and, again, in drawing Professor Huxley^s inferences from 
these opinions, even if these opinions are correct. 

How can we possibly know what lies behind all recorded experi- 
ence, and far behind the experience of the lowest savages ? Professor 
Huxley avers (p. 346) that in its simplest condition, such as may 
be met with among Australian savages, theology is a mere belief in 
the existence, powers, and dispositions (usually malignant) of ghost- 
like entities who may be propitiated or scared away ; but no cult can 
properly be said to exist. And, in this stage, theology is wholly 
independent of ethics.^’ And this is theology at its lowest power, 
in its rudest germinal stage. 

Well, I begin by impeaching the facts. Our knowledge of 
Australian ‘‘ theology ” is, let me grant, vague and inadequate. The 
more reason have we for abstaining from dogma. On the evidence, 
however, the Australians have far more than a mere non-moral 
belief in spirits. They know a Being (Pund-jel), who made all 
things,” though this belief is traversed by scores of contradictory 
myths. So far from being non-moral, Pund-jel punishes sin. “ He 
frequently sends his sons to destroy bad men and bad women.” An 
old native, untouched by European ideas was on his death-be^. ‘‘ My 
judge ” (or jury, judicial assembly) is up there,” he said, pointing 
skywards.! As a punisher of the wicked, Pund-jel once drowned 
the world. Another name flor a superior being is Narrumbere. 
Thunder is his voice. The dead go to him (Taplin). fpnce more, 
in West Victoria we find Pirnmeheal : ‘'a gigantic man living in 
the clouds, of a kindly disposition, seldom mentioned, but always with 
•respect. His voice, the thunder, is listened to with pleasure ; ” but 
•alas! “the missionaries have given them a dread of Pirnmeheal.” + 

* They may have borrowed the high priestly Egyptian morality, it seems, while 
wholly discarding its complement, the divine judgment and retribution in the life to 
come. Moses, if he were the borrower from Egypt, was astonishingly eclectic. The 
•evidence for Egyptian morals is “The Book of the Dead.” If the author of the 
Decalogue got his ideas thence, he deliberately and consciously omitted ail that t))^ 
book teems with, as future reward, punishment, and. judgment, 
t Taplin* s “ Native Kaees of South Australia,’* p. 30. 
t Da\vkin*s “Australian Aborigines,” p. 47, 
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Among the Namai, Barwau and other tribes of the Darling, Mr. 
Ridley heard of Baiame, “ The Great Master,” who sends rain, 
welcomes the virtuous dead to a paradise beyond the Milky Way, and' 
destroys the bad.” lie is immortal, powerful, and good.” As to 
th^‘‘cult” bestowed on these beings, I have, nothing to be called 
evidence. My kinsman, Mr. Gideon Scott Lang, an early explorer, 
was told by a white man that he and a party of others once lay in 
ambush to destroy a black camp. At ‘the moment of dawn, the 
natives arose and joined in a hymn so impressive that the whites 
’ stole away, abandoning their murderous purpose. 

. The peculiarity of these beliefs, in Australia as in parts of Africa 
and elsewhere, is that the Baiames and Pirnmeheals, spiritual beings 
of ethical character, are apparently now neglected and unpropitiated, 
while the ritual observances are directed to the conciliation or the 
scaring of devils, ghosts, and capricious sprites. These beings are 
prominent,* the nobler gods, creators and judges, are in the 
background. If it be argued that the creative and ethical deities 
were originally ghosts, now raised by more advanced thought to 
divine power, then it is extremely odd that they seem, in some cases, 
to be decrepit and neglected. Being, on this theory, the newest, 
freshest, and loftiest products of Australian theological reflection, they 
should also be held in the highest esteem, while the ghosts and sprites 
should sink to subordinate place in men’s regard. The very opposite 
is the case, which suggests a doubt as to the accuracy of the 
hypothesis that the highest and most moral spiritual beings are the 
most recent in evolution. The only resource of a theorist who 
maintains that Australian theology is destitute of ethics, and * rises no 
higher than the conception of “ ghost-like ' entities, who may be 
propitiated or scared away,” is to disable my evidence. But what 
better evidence can be offered than that of Brough Smyth, Ridley, 
Taplin, Jhe Benedictines in West Nursia, Giinther, and Dawson? 
Their eyes are quite open to the chances of recent European influence 
on Australian theological conceptions. Nor do the negative state- 
ments of other witnesses prove a negative. 

For thes% reasons, among others, anthropological study leads me to 
doubt whether the ‘‘ ghost theory ” isi the origin and basis of the 
earliest theologies. But, if it be really so, what is the origin of the 
“ ghost theory,” and of the accompanying belief in super-normal 
faculties, occasionally exercised in trance or ecstasy? Professor 
Huxley does not, in this place, supply a tortoise for his elephant to 
stand upon. In this he is unlike Lucretius and Epicurus. They, 
too, deemed that religion was based on the ghost theory, so they set* 
to work to account for .and abolish the belief in ghosts. Their hypo- 
thesis was undeniably absurd. Professor Huxley probably accepts, 
as I do within limits, the well-known* theory of Mr. Tylor. But 
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even the evidence cited by that accurate writer, combined with 
abundance of anthropological evidence which he does not cite, compels 
me to doubt whether his scheme is exhaustive of the causes of the. 
ghost theory. I need not here reproduce the evidence and the'' argu- 
ments which I have used in. “The Ghost Theory of the Origin ^f 
Eeligion”* and elsewhere. Without venturing to dogmatise, I con- 
sider that the belief in “ the existence of beings analogous to men 
in intelligence and will, ‘/but more or less devoid of corporeal 
qualities,” has such a backing of anthropological evidence that it can- 
not be dismissed without elaborate and patient inquiry, which it has 
never yet received. In the same way, I am compelled, by the anthropo- 
logical evidence, to hold that the existence of human faculties beyond 
the normal, and inconsistent with the present tenets of materialistic 
opinion, cannot be relegated to mere superstition, without prolonged 
and impartial examination. 

•If I do not misunderstand Professor Huxley when he says that 
“ the highest duty which is laid upon men of science is to show that 
these dogmatic idols have no greater value than \\\e fabrications of 
men’s hands, the stocks and stones which they have replaced ” (p. 37^), 
he means by “ dogmatic idols all past and present human beliefs 
about God, and about the spirits of men which survive after death. 
And I conceive him to lay stress on the word “ dogmatic,” and suppose 
that, as an “ agnostic,” he would not pretend to know that there may 
not be more things in heaven or earth than are dreamed of in his 
philosophy. He would only insist that all “ dogmatic ” theories of 
such existences are vain. 

As one who believes that the case for their existence has still to 
be scientifically examined, i admit that “ here we see as in a glass 
darkly,” and consequently that dogmatism is premature. But whereas 
I consider that anthropology herself forces on us the necessity of such 
an inquest as I gpeak of, I understand Professor Huxley to main- 
tain that the case is closed, and that anthropology has spoken the last 
word in a negative sense. And I am very well aware that to ask 
“ science ” to reopen the case ,and re-examine, or rather to examine 
evidetice which is as “ anthropological ” as that on, which she bases 
her present “ ghost theory,” is to “ seek for grace from a graceless 
face.” Already I have noted the positive refusal to give the unwel- 
come evidence of even scientific witnesses a hearing. I have read, 
on this topic, from the pens of men regarded as official represen- 
tatives of science, every fallacy known to logicians. “ The dreadful 
consequences’ argufiers,” as Professor Huxley calls them (when 
they are theologians) have been heard in the land. “ Oh, you 
must not reopen this question for *fear of reviving hereditary 
tendencies to superstition.” The fallacy of attacking the foible^ and 
* “ Cock Lane and Common Sense,” pp, 333-357. 
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neglecting the forte of an argument has been active : that is, the system 
of ignoring strong and assailing weak evidence. The lady-like logic 
which disregards what is personally distasteful to the controversialist 
has beAi conspicuously vigorous. Even the announcement, to separate 
audiences, of two directly contradictory statements about matters 
within the speaker’s personal experience, has not been without 
example, and all these things have been done in the name of science, 
by men popularly regarded as officially . scientific. Human nature 
remains human nature even in the scientific. If there are no other 
ghosts, the iilold of Bacon still haunt the luminous halls of science. 
If the dogmatism of the Church is obsolete, that of science is quite 
qualified to fill its place. Therefore I expect no favourable hearing 
for the protest of a solitary anthropologist, who does not know that 
the origin of theology has been discovered, who is disinclined to 
accept the liypothesis of “ the ghost theory ” as explaining theological 
origins, and who considers that even the savage “ ghost theory 
perplexed and darkly superstitious as it is — may be partly based on 
actual supernormal facts, rejected of science. However, who knows 
but that these so heterodox sentiments may be sprung from an early, 
or infantile, concern for the sincerity of the Witch of Endor ? 


Andkew Lakg. 



WHY NOT municipal PAWNSHOPS? 


• I PAWNING, or the system of impledging eifects by way of security 
X for advances in money, has existed in some form or other in all 
ages and among all peoples. It is as ancient as barter, and older 
than b&nking. The early money-lenders were pawnbrokers before 
they were bankers, and banking and pawnbroking, still closely related, 
were in former times indissolubly connected. Kecords of pledging 
are found in the early history of the Greeks, the Jews, the Chinese, 
and other races. The numerous references to pledging in the Bible 
show that the pawnshop was a recognised institution among the Jews. 
The earliest account which we have of a pawning transaction is that 
given' in Genesis which took place between Judah and his daughter- 
in-law, Tamar. The surrounding circumstances were not very credit- 
able to the parties concerned, and the transaction was not very 
successful ; but it is obvious from this and other references to 
pledging in the feible that the' practice was general. Pawning in 
course of time became differentiated from banking, although the pawn- 
shop still serves the purpose of the poor man’s bank — his haven of 
relief in times of distress. On the Continent it is resorted to by others 
than the poverty-stricken and the temporarily embarrassed. It is 
used as a means for raising capital on securities acceptable by the pawn- 
broker, but not suitable for a bank. But, as we shall see, there is a 
vast difference between pawnshops in England and similar institutions 
in continental countries. 

In mediaeval times pawnbroking was synonymous with usury. The 
business in Eui^ope was largely in the hands of the Jews; who took 
kindly to it, and who were restricted from carrying on general 
industries. It was the exactions of the Jews and the Lombards which 
led the priests in Italy to found monti di pwi% which became the 
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model of all future pawnshops on the Continent. They were charit- 
able institutions intended to liberate the poor from the hands of the 
usurers, and to accommodate them with loans at moderate rates of 
interest; or without interest at all. There are records of a pawnshop 
regulated in the interest of the borrowers, in Bavaria, in 1198, and 
one in the Franche Comte in 1350, before the first Italian 77i07ite di 
loicUl was established by a priest at Perugia in 1440. The movement 
for State-regulated pawnshops received fts great impetus from the 
action of that statesman-monk and social democrat, Savonarola, who 
liberated the Florentines from oppression arid gave them popular 
institutions. In no other direction were his services to ’the people 
more successful than in founding inoiiti di jpietd. The law for creating 
his monti di 'pietd was passed in 1495, and before many years they 
were established in all the principal towns of Italy, and had spread 
throughout Europe. The first moni de pivtc in France was started 
at Avignon in 1577, and still exists. Their establishment in the 
Netherlands dates from the sixteenth century. A Spanish priest, 
Don Francisco Piquer, founded the onont dc piU6 of Madrid in 1705,' 
starting with the modest capital of fivepence, which he found in the 
offertory-box he had placed in the church to receive contributions for 
the institution. By the end of the seventeenth century there were 
monis de formed more or less after the Italian model, in most 
countries of Europe. The characteristics, of the original institutions 
remain with those of to-day, although they have long since ceased to 
be managed by the priests, or to be under the influence of the 
churches. The main object, which Savonarola and other early 
founders had in view — the protection of the poor from usurers and 
their relief in periods of distress — is still maintained, and the oiumfs 
de pUti in all Latin countries, ai;i3 associated with charitable institu- 
tions and hospitals. 

In Englandf the €a.rly examples of the pawnshops were not so 
successful as the continental institutions, nor has their development 
been characterised by the same desire for the interests of the 
poor. A Bishop of London did start a pawnshop on charitable prin- 
ciples, in connection with St. Paurs, in the reign of Edward III., and 
granted loans without interest, but his example was not followed. 
The Jews brought pawnbroking to London in about 1360, and the 
Lombards — who, after they were displaced in Italy, had passed through 
Europe until they found the least resistance to their exactions in 
England — established themselves in London, and gave a name to the 
head centre of the money market and to pawnshops. The familiar 
sign of the three brass balls is, it is variously slated, the sign adopted 
by Savonarola, the arms of Lombardy, or the escutcheon of the Medici 
family; who were pawnbrokers before they were princes. The Lom- 
bards were for many years the leading pawnshops in London. The 
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twelve principal City Companies also dealt in pawns, and the charter 
of the Bank of England gives it power to lend money on plate^ mer- 
chandise, and “ such commodities as are not perishable, at 5* per 
cent.” According to Short History of the Bank of Bngland 5 ”*pul^ 
lished in 1695, the directors contemplated, for the ease of the poor,” 
establishing a Lombard (a pawnshop) for small pawns at a penny 
a pound interest per month.” The Bank does not seem to have 
entered upon this creditable enterprise, although it has occasionally 
accommodated exalted personages by taking articles in pledge, but it 
has evidently still power to establish pawnshops all over London. 

Any one who makes but a superficial investigation of pawnbroking 
in England will be struck by the indifference which has been shown 
to the subject, and by the advantage taken- of this neglect by 
those engaged in the trade. Throughout the century England has 
led the world ’in the development of local institutions and in the 
advancement of social economy, but strangely enough the improvement 
of the pawnbroking system has • formed no part of the progress 
made. Parliament has been safeguarding the well-being of the many 
against the interest of class ; it has Been restricting the powers of 
railway companies and other State-sanctioned monopolies ; it has been 
encroaching more and more into the domain of private privilege and 
irresponsible individualism, but has allowed the p^wer of pawnbrokers ^ 
to extend, and their capacity to draw wealth from the condition of the 
poor to increase. Under private enterprise our banking establishments, 
our insurance companies, and our friendly societies, have been developed 
until they are the admiration of the world : ^private enterprise has 
not been successful in breaking down the dominant tone of selfish- 
ness which has always characterised the pawnbroking fraternity, and 
which binds them together in close and powerful union to shield 
their own interests and resist reform. Those who resort most to the 
pawnshop are the least likely to come forward and complain of their 
treatment, and in the absence of popular protest and in the presence 
of legislative neglect there has not only been no improvement, but 
there has been retrogression. While interest in every other direction 
has decreased, that which Parliament allows pawnbrokers to charge 
has increased. Yet no one can well overlook the importance 
of this subject or fail to see the necessity for control in the 
interest of that portion of the community whose condition 
compels them to pawn. Few perhaps are aware of the enormous 
part which the pawnshop plays in the life of the people. In no 
country in the world is more pawning done. It is estimated that 
the pledges amount to ten per head of the population a year, 
which would give 400,000,000 annually. The average value of the 
pledges IS about 4s., which would mean* that the loans amount 
to £20,000,000 a year. This estimate is not by any means 
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exaggerated. At an inquiry held by a Select Committee of the 
House of Commons for the benefit of the pawnbrokers in 1870, 
ib was stated by the chief witness who got up the evidence for 
the trade, that in Liverpool there were 9,088,000 pledges taken in 
that city a year. On this same basis we might estimate that the 
number of pledges in London every year npw will be about 
100,000,000. At the same inquiry the secretary of the Glasgow Pawn- 
brokers’ Association stated that there G,960,000 pledges annually 
in that city, and that the money lent amounted to £1,392,000. These 
figures show the vast amount of business which the pawnshops in this 
country transact, and the important part they play in the life of our 
poor and industrial population. It may not be considered desirable 
that such institutions should exist, but in the present state of society 
they are a necessity, as they were in other systems of civilisation. So 
long as we have waves of prosperity and depression, a vast population 
living from hand to mouth, and a distressful struggle for existence, 
the pawnshop is indispensable. .The huge army of casual workers, 
whose employment is uncertain and whose wages are small, depend 
largely for their subsistence, so long as their personal belongings last, 
on the help of the pawnshop. Eegular workers, who have just 
enough for a bare living and no room for saving, have frequently, 
owing to accidents^ illness, or some other cause, to resort to the 
pawnshop. The sign of the three brass balls tells them where 
capital can be raised to tide over the difficulty. A working-man has 
no banking account to overdraw, and has rarely securities to deposit 
or property to mortgage. His capacity for labour and his personal 
belongings and household possessions are his capital. While awaiting 
the receipt of the wages his labour has earned he may frequently 
have to borrow on the only security which he possesses. There is 
nothing dishonourable about the transaction, nothing to be ashamied 
of. It is better to borrow than to sell what he could not replace at 
the same price he receives ; it is preferable to raise capital on his 
property than to sink into debt on terms less advantageous. Many, 
indeed, have to pawn their effects week by week. In all the poor 
and industrial quarters of our great cities thousands of people take 
their Sunday clothing or other articles to the pawnshops every 
Monday morning, and as regularly take them out every Saturday 
night. It will be found that in the East End of London, and in all 
similar districts, that the pawnshops are busy taking in pledges on 
Monday and Tuesday and in giving them out on Friday and Saturday. 
A great deal of the trade is with these weekly and regular pawners. 
Improvidence is not the cause of this perpetual pawning, any more 
than pawnbroking encourages improvidence. It is dire necessity foj* 
personal and household needs which sends most of these poor people 
to the pawnshops. The transactions are not, as we shall see, profitable 
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to them in the end, but may save the break-up of homes and recourse 
to the workhouse. Considering all these facts, and remembering^ how 
dependent a vast number of the poor are on the pawnshops, it is 
strange that the subject has received littlo sympathetic atttjntion. 
After a century's neglect there is now some hope that the system will 
receive consideration in the interest of the community who resort to 
it. The British Institute of Public Health has been discussing it, 
the London County Council passed a resolution at its meeting on 
Friday, 26th ult., to investigate the system of 7)W7iis de piite on the 
Continent, and the Foreign Office has ordered a more comprehensive 
inguiry.* 

Having thus briefly sketched the history of pawnbroking, I shall 
now proceed to give some account of the working of the systems in 
England and abroad. It is first, necessary to point out, however,* the 
course of English legislation on the subject. The first noticeable enact- 
ment is one passed by James I. It was directed against counterfeit 
brokers,” being fripperers and no brokers,” who had sprung up in 
London. They were men of “ manual occupations and handicrahsmen,” 
“ who had set up a trade of buying and selling and taking in pawn of 
all kinds of wearing apparel, household stuff, and goods of all kinds 
soever, finding thereby that the same is a more idle and easier kind of 
trade and living, and that there ariseth and groweth to them a more 
ready, more great, more profitable, and speedier advantage and gain 
than by their former manual labours ” It was supposed in this 
Act that the pawnshop was only a place for the receipt of stolen 
•goods, and no reference was made to the suppression of legitimate 
business. 

No attempt was made to regulate the trade until the reign of 
George III. Up to the end of last century there was free trade in 
pawnbroking. The trade was not recognised, but it existed, and 
charged extortionate rates of interest, despite the law against usury. 
The Bank of England was limited to 5 per cent., but it did not 
undertake the business. 

In 1759, articles were allowed to be taken in pawn up to the value 
of £10, but nothing was said about the rate of interest to be charged. 
In 1784, interest was regulated for the first time. It was limited to 
i per cent, per month, and the period of the loan was confined to 
one year. Five years later the rate on loans over £2 and under £10 
was made 15 per cent. It was 39 & 40 Geo. III. c. 99, which first 
made a serious attempt to regulate the trade, and to fix a definite scale 
of interest. It was fixed at hd. for 2.9. 6rf. per month, and a scale was 
given to show how it worked out, as follows : 

• 

* Artloles on pawnbroking at homo anvt abroad, wliich have appeared daring the 
last three months in London — a jcjurnal devoted to municipal interests— have also 
called general attention to the question. 



182f 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 



tL 




tl 



2 

<) . 

• 

. 

. 

1 

per month 

5 

0 . 




.* 1 



7 

G 




. H 



']() 

0 . . . 







12 

(i . 




• h 



15 

0 . 




. 


>> 

.17 

t; . 




. G.i 

;> 

0 . 

20 

0 . 

• < • 



. 




The pawnbroker was directed to give farthings in exchange and to 
supply a duplicate ticket on loans, under Ss*. gratis, and above that 
amount at the rate of up to 10s., and on a graduated scale above 
that amount. The^ first seven days of the second month were not to 
count for interest. Loans were granted for a year, but pledges might 
be redeemed any time within fifteen months. A few years afterward 
the pawnbrokers’ licence was increased to £15 in London, and £10 in 
the provinces. An Act passed in 1810 largely* liberated the pawn- 
brokers from the power of the common informer, as it took away the 
chance of a reward for re^^orling illegal rates of interest ; and an Act 
in 1860 allowed pawnbrokers to charge* a halfpenny for tickets on 
loans under 5s. 

Having obtained so much from Parliament, the pawnbrokers pro- 
ceeded to ask for more. They organised a scheme and succeeded in 
getting a Select Committee appointed in 1870, to inquire into their 
grievances. The investigation was perhaps the most one-sided which 
ever a committee had undertaken. There were 32 witnesses, and' 19 
of them were pawnbrokers ; several were related in some way to the 
business, and others were witnesses in the interest of the police ; and 
only one — a retired pawnbroker’s assistant — was called who in any 
way spoke 6n behalf of the pawners. No inquiry 'vas made into 
foreign systems, except that a pawnbroker’s witness spoke against 
the Paris mon/s de pietd. The pawnbrokers complained that the 
business was not profitable, and produced carefully selected balance- 
sheets’ showing a moderate return, which were accepted without veri- 
fication. They complained, and with some reason, of the ‘‘ rivalry of 
dolly shops,” or “ leaying shops,” which carried on illicit pawning. In 
looking for a model upon which to frame their new Acf, the trade 
fixed on the Act which applied in Ireland. This measure, which 
remains still in force, was passed by the Union J Parliament, and is 
without doubt the worst pawnbroking regulation in any country — 
more detrimental to the interests of poor borrowers than any other. 
The pawnbrokers succeeded in gaining almost all the “ reforms ” 
they desired, but when the Bill went to another Select Committee, 
the evidence of three City Missionaries — who represented the case of 
the poor pawners* for the first time — and a Metropolitan magistrate, 
had the effect of introducing several improvements. The loans, which 
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by the Bill were limited to six months, were extended to a year, and 
a clause throwing liability in case of fire on the pawnbrokers was 
added* • ^ ^ 

The Bill slipped through Parliament at the fag-end of thcrisession 
of 1872, without attracting much attention or creating any discus- 
sion. Lord Salisbury was the only one who protested against its 
reactionist character. It was said, he remarked, that pawnbrdkers 
were in favour of the Bill, “ and no wonder, as it permits them to 
charge 25 per cent, interest in .certain cases, where the highest they 
can now charge is 20 per cent.*’ He had never heard, he said, of 
‘‘ anybody standing up for the rights of the pawnbroker’s customers.” 
The Bill was ‘‘ a step in the wrong direction,” and gave protection in 
.the wrong w.ay. Lord Salisbury protested, but allowed the measure 
to pass as it was the end of the session. 

As the law was passed, and as jt now remains, it brought great 
benefit^ to the trade. Compared with the previous regulation, it* 
conferred the following advantages : (1) It reduced the time for the 
redemption of loans to twelve instead of fifteen n\onths ; (2) it doubled 
the rjite of interest on smqll loans by making the charge of \(L for a 
ticket obligatory ; (3) it increased the rate of interest in another way, 
by disallowing the seven days grace in t he second month; (4) it reduced 
the pawnbroker’s annual licence from £15 in London and £10 else- 
where tc a uniform charge of £7 10^.; and (5) it allowed a 4ower 
rate of interest on amounts over £2 than oh smaller sums, but more 
on amounts between £2 and £10 than was formerly charged. The 
language of the Act is peculiar. On all pawn-tickets for loans under 

lO.s. are the following words : 

> 

“ The pawnbroker is entitled to charge for this ticket one halfpenny ; for 
profit on each two shillings or pa?rt of two shillings lent on this pledge for 
not more than one calendar month one halfpenny ; and so on at the same 
rate per calendar month. After the first calendar month, any time not 
exceeding fourteen days will bo charged as half a month, and any time 
exceeding fourteen days, and hot more tJiaa one month, will ])e charged as 
one month. 

“ This pledge must be redeemed within twelve caleridjir months and seven 
days from the date of pledging. At the end of that time it becomes the 
property of the pawnbroker.” 

No reference, it will be noticed, is made to interest. One half- 
penny is to be the pawnbroker’s “ profit,” and the other halfpenny is 
a charge ‘‘ for this ticket,” but it is equ^-lly profit. The cost of the 
ticket is infinitesimal to the pawnbroker, but the charge for it doubles 
the rate of interest on ^ all small sums to the borrower. On loans 
’between IO 5 . and 406\ a penny “ for this ticket” is charged, and on 
loans above 40s. the rate of interest, or rather the “ profit,” is at the 
rate of one halfpenny per month on each 2$. Qd. or part of that sum, 
but on larger amounts the rate of interest is regulated by speciid 
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contracts, upon which no » stamp duty is paid. All pledges which 
exceed lOcS. in value, if not redeemed within a year, must be sold by 
public auction. If the sale results in a surplus above the amount of 
the loan and interest, the pawner may claim it at any time within 
three years, and may for a* penny inspect the pawnbroker's books. 
Tlie pawnbroker has power to set off the surplus on one pledge against 
the loss on another belonging to the same person. 

The thoroughly reactionary nature of this law and the injustice 
which it inflicts on the poor will best be seen by demonstrating its 
effect on a definite sum. It is fair to take 2s. for this purpose. 
It is the'unit adopted in the Act, and, according to the pawnbrokers' 
chief witness before the Select Committee* in 1870, half the pledges 
taken annually in Liverpool are for amounts of 2s. or under. The 
following table shows the effect of the various legislative enactments 
on loans of 2.s. : 

Interest per annum on of 17.S1 

Loans of 26’. . . * . (5 ... 2.") ... 27 ... 27 

ft is not quite fair £o calculate the rates of interest op small 
pawns by the month, as a large proportion of the business is on 
weekly loans. The profit now charged on a loan of 2.s. for a week 

is at .the rate of 2 1 Of per cent, per annum. When the sum lent is 

under 2,s‘. or just over it, the interest is increased. Taking, for instance, 
a loan of 2s, 6^7. under the various Acts, the profit was as follows : 

' Loan of 2.9. Gf/. . Acts of 178 1 lSi>0 18G0 1872 

Profit on week ’ . . Jr/. ... ... \d, ... IJr/. 

Per cent, per annum . . 80 ... Si; ... 17;j ... ^liO 

But the period of the loan is often less than a week, and the 
amount loaned under 2s. Loans of sixpence ftre not uncommon in 
poor districts. Bates of interest as follows are of frequent occur- 
rence in all large cities : 


^oan. 

Period. 

Per cent, per 

2s. 

. . One week 


2s. 

. . Three days 

. - . 90.=)J 

1^. Gf/. . 

. . Three days • 

07(1 

Is. 

. . One week 

400 

Is, 

, . ^ Three days 

. 1014 


These figures show the extreme elltct of the Act, but an effect 
which is felt every week among the regular pawners in every poor 
quarter. In no other country of the world is such usurious interest 
made possible by Act of Parliament. Nowhere else are pawnbrokers 
allowed to mete out such hard terms^ to the poor in *their hour, of 
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distress. The Pawnbrokers* Act runs counter to the whole tendency 
of recent legislation. It protects the strong against the weak. It is 
class legislation of the worse kind — ^ingeniously contrived to press 
most severely upon those who most need the advances whidft the 
pawnshop gives, -and who are least able to bear the burden which it 
inflicts. It amounts to the nationalisation of usury, and is a blot on 
the Parliament which passed it, and should not be allowed longer to 
disgrace the Statute Book. 

By way of contrast to the system of pawnbroking in England, I 
shall now describe some of the methods of pawning in operation dn 
the Continent, which afford instructive object lessons to . us. In 
France, Italy, Spain, Belgium, Portugal, and Switzerland there are 
Qiionts de pMe after the original models. In Germany and Austria 
there are royal and municipal pawnshops, organised on a somewhat 
different system. Nowhere is pawnbroking left so much in the 
control of individuals as in England. In Germany and Austria 
private pawnshops exist alongside the State or municipal institutions, 
but they are under strict control. 

In no country are municipal pawnshops more highly developed 
than in France, and in no city does the institution bulk so largely in 
public interest as in Paris. There is no general law regulating 
(If pUU in France. The business of lending money on pledges is 
removed from the control of individuals, and the establishment of 
pawnshops is made a matter of local and municipal concern. Certcin 
fundamental and guiding principles and general regulations have been 
laid down from time to time, and applied to different towns, but the 
details of administration are left largely to local action. The municipal 
pawnshops are closely assoctated with the Town Councils, the Hospitalp,. 
and the Charity Bureaux. The rate of interest and period for loans 
and other details of management are settled by the governing autho- 
rities. There are municipal pawnshops in forty-four towns in France. 
Certain monts de pUU which have been endowed, such as those of 
Montpellier and Grenoble, charge no interest at all. The highest rate 
charged is 12 per cent, per annnm, as compared with 25 per cent., the 
lowest in England. In some cases small pawns are taken gratuitously. 
In no case does it appear that the institutions are a burden to the 
ratepayers, but, on the contrary, are made the means of assisting the 
indigent sick. 

In Paris the mont de pidtd is managed by an administrative council 
appointed by the Prefect of the Seine and the Government. It differs 
in many respects from the Euglisll pawnshop. Its scope is wider, 
and its usefulness greater. It is a more respectable institution. It 
has all the dignity of a municipal institution. It serves as the poor 
man*s bank, and sometimes as the rich man’s safe deposit. It is 
use4 /by small tradesmen as a means for raising capital to develop 
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their business, so much so that it does most business when the people 
are most prosperous. It does not lend sums under three francs, but, 
pn the other hand, receives a greater variety of articles than our 
pawnshops. It differs in no respect more from its English counter- 
part- than in the rate of interest which it charges, being limited to 
C per cent, per annumj and 1 per cent, duty on the value of the 
pledge.. The first Paris wont dc pidte was established in 1777, and, 
after being suppressed for a few years during the llevolution, started 
afresh in 1801, and since then has been keeping pace with the growth 
of the city. It is more than a self-supporting institution, as it makes 
a present to the Public Aid Department and the hospitals every year. 

It borrows money from the investing public at 2, 2j, and 3 per 
cent., according to the period of the loan, in order to carry on its 
business. In 1892 it borrowed £2,100,000, which with its reserves 
and its surplus forms its working capital. To giv^e an idea of the 
extent of its operations, I will quote a few figures from its last 
published report which contains complete returns — that for 1891. It 
lent in that year, 37,871,052 francs on 1,100,530 new pledges; 
22,182,1 70 francs, on 797,252 renewed pledges; and sold 211,057 
unredeemed pledges, which brought 3,037,023 francs. Its total 
annual receipts were more than four million pounds, or 102,573,241 
francs ; and included ; — loans, 57,802,200 francs ; redeemed pledges 
and sales, 35,373,310 francs ; interest on pledges, 3,523,047 francs; 
and interest on its own funds, 871,957 francs. It had a balance of 
4,405,332 francs in hand from the previous year. Its expenses 
amounted to 97,127,292 francs, and included; — repayment of loans, 
51', 014, 770 francs; loans on pledges, 37,874,052 francs; payment 
.of surplus profits on sales, 817,073 francs; salaries and wages, 
1,289,933 francs; interest on loans, 1,432,587 francs; and mainte- 
nance, 380,990 francs. The actual net profit on the year’s operations 
was 1,404,880 francs — exclusive of 191,970 francs which was given 
to the hospitals. Loans are granted for a year, and a month’s grace 
is allowed. Facilities for pledging are not so numerous as in London, 
nor the operation so free and easy. Any one pledging articles above 
10 francs in value must produce documents identifying himself. As 
no advances are made under 2s, hd,^ the wont dc pUt6, it is said, does 
not relieve the most necessitous classes. On the other hand, the 
mont dc pidtc accepts bulky articles which an English pawnbroker 
would decline. Its storage arrangements are excellent. It disinfects 
feather-beds, mattresses, blankets, and all such articles which in 
London may be the means of spreading contagion. The Paris 
system has the double advantage that it safeguards the public health, 
and prevents bedding and linen from deteriorating. In 1892, the 
mont de under a law passed the previous year, started a profit- 
able business in lending on securities. The maximum advance is 
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500 francs, and the rate of interest is 6 per cent, with a duty of 
"l\d, on every £4. It lends 80 per cent, of the value on Government 
stock and its own bonds, 75 per cent, on other securities, except 
railway shares, upon which only 60 per cent, is advanced. Bxfring 
the first three months of this system, it lent 1,225,000 francs on 
securities, and has experienced a growing and profitable business 
since. It may be thought that this new development is taking 
business from the banks, but it should also be remembered that it is 
cutting into the nefarious trade of the money-lenders. 

A complaint is made against the mont dc piM that pledges are 
only stored at four of its twenty-six branches, and that pawners 
must wait a day or two before receiving their articles when redeemed 
— a delay which would not be tolerated in England. Another 
objection to the French system is that the valuers attached to each 
mnnt de pietc (in England the pawnbroker or his assistant are their 
own valuers) undervalue articles. They are supposed to lend three- 
fourths on the value of jewellery and two-thirds on other articles, 
but the fact that they arc made responsible for any deficit which 
may occur should the article be sold, makes them chary and tends 
to undervaluation. There is always a large surplus at sales — many of 
the articles bringing in more than double the amount advanced. As 
the valuer is also the auctioneer, it is obviously in his interest to 
obtain good prices. In England, on the other hand, the pawnbroker 
sits beside the auctioneer, with whom he is generally on friendly 
terms, and bids, and is particularly anxious to buy back the 
articles he puts up for sale on low terms. The pawnbroker wants 
the article to sell in his shop, whereas the mont d& inetc has no shop 
business. There is hardly a case known in which a pawnbroker has 
returned a surplus to a pawner. In Paris, in 1891, 817,078 francs 
was returned. This system of undervaluing gives rise to an illicit 
trade in pawn-tickets by pledge-brokers, which causes the Paris insti- 
tution much annoyance. The brokers lend on the tickets and charge 
20 per cent, interest. Half the tickets of unredeemed pledges fall 
into their hands. Pledge-broking, which is also practised in England, 
has been suppressed at other places, and a JBill has been introduced 
to abolish the evil in Paris. As the rate of interest is low, there is 
more temptation to renew articles at the mont de The 

average period of loans is eight or nine months, against one or two 
months in England. The average value of the pledge is 17s. in 
Paris, compared with about 4s. in England. About the same number 
of articles are left unredeemed in both places ; in Paris it is 8 per 
cent., and in England it is stated to vary from 5 to 10 per cent. It 
is interesting to note that all loans under 22 francs, or 17s. 7rf., involve 
the mont depiM in a loss. Loans from 22 francs to 85 francs may 
be profitable according to the length of time — varying from a month 
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to a year — they remain unredeemed. Only loans above 86 francs> 
or £3 9s,^ are profitable to the institution. Out of its total trans*- 
actions, 1,763,695 involve a loss, 411,768 pay themselves according to- 
the fiCie of the loan, and 118,327 are profitable irrespective of the 
period in pawn. The English pawnbroker would not relish thia 
arrangement, but the director of the Paris raontj writing in 1882y 
remarks : 

Such i& the principle of the institution, and its raison iVetre^ihe rich 
pay for the poor. If the benefit produced by the larger loans, which are 
comparatively small in proportion, did not componsiito for the loss on the 
smaller sums, which are considerable, the insf.it ut ion could not exist, and 
tlie necessitous population would be deprived of the assistance indispensable 
to them which the mont de pietc assures.” 

The cost which falls on each pledge in England has been stated by 
pawnbrokers to be from H^i. to 2\d, In Paris it is and still the 
mont de piM conducts a profitable business at a rate of interest 
about a fourth lower than that charged in England. 

It will be seen that the mont dc picU is not without its defects. 
It is surrounded with an amount of formalism which is useless and 
expensive, but seems to be inevitable in connection with the French 
official way of doing things. Interested enemies of the mont de piete 
point to tho time it takes to carry out a single transaction, compared 
with the despatch with which the operation is performed in England. 
They might also compare the slow and tedious process of registering 
a letter in France with the simplicity and dispatch with which ther 
same thing is done in England. Aittrcn patfs autres mcenrs. What 
I wish to emphasise concerning the Paris institution is that it i& 
more responsive to the public needs than the English pawnshop ; that 
it is less grasping and better organised, and that it is constantly 
improving itself. Throughout the century, while the rate of interest 
has been increasing in England, it has been continually lowered in 
Paris. During the revolutionary epoch, when security was at its 
lowest, the mont de piSt^, borrowing at 18 per cent, itself, lent at- 
24 per cent. — less than the lowest rate charged by pawnbrokers to-day. 
From 1806 to 1830 the Paris rate was 12 per cent. ; from 1831 to- 
1886 it was 9 per cent. It fell to 8 per cent, in 1887, and was 
farther reduced to 6 per cent, in 1888. There were certain smalf 
accessory charges and commissions, but these have all been extin- 
guished, except a duty of 1 per cent. Improvements are always- 
being introduced in the way of better storage, disinfecting apparatus,, 
or increased facilities for pawning ; and M. Edmond Duval, the able 
director of the mont de piSt^, is ever anxious to remove any grievance 
which may exist, and to extend the usefulness of the institution 
under his care. While the mont de piH4 is not a chaiitable institu- 
tion, it is, nevertheless, a means of relieving distress, and is o£ 
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assistance to the poor — ^indirectly, by the advantages which it offers, 
ond directly, by the contributions it makes annually to the Public 
Aid Department and the hospitals. In times of exceptional distress 
it favours the poor by lending without interest. ‘ ^ 

Municipal pawnshops in French provincial cities are managed by a 
small commission, of which the mayor is president, and which con- 
tains representatives of the town council, the hospitals, the Charity 
Bureau, and in one or two cases the savings bank. The period of 
loans is usually a year, and the limit is as low as one franc. The 
rate of interest varies. In Bordeaux, which has a prosperous mont 
/fc it is 6 per cent., without any additional charge. The average 
loan is 16$., and all loans under 12$. involve the establishment in a 
loss. The total number of pledges received or renewed in 1874 was 
' 2,784,000, and the amount lent 5,700,000 fr. The profit made in 
1892 was 61,000 fr., and the estimated profit for this year is 79,000 fr. 
At Marseilles the rate of interest is 5| per cent. At Lyons, it is 
5 per cent, on loans under 10 fr., and 8 per cent, on advances above 
that sum. In 1891 the yearns work only showed a profit of 91*39 fr., 
in consequence of heavy expenditure incurred in building new offices 
.and warehouses. At Nancy, the pawnshop is connected with the 
savings bank. The rates of interest are 10»per cent, on loans under 
20 fr., and 15 per cent, on others. The Rouen mont dc pi6t 6 takes 
percent, interest, and in 1891 handed over 30,000 fr. from its profits 
to the hospitals. At Toulouse, loans under 5 fr. are advanced without 
interest. Above 5 fr., a uniform rate of 6 per cent., with 1 per cent, 
for storage, is charged. ^J^he tendency with all these municipal 
pawnshops is to reduce the rate of interest. At Toulouse, for instance, 
where the institution is of recent erection (1867), interest has been 
successively decreased from lOJ per cent, to 8 per cent, in 1881, 7^ 
per cent, on small amounts in 1884, loans up to 5 fr. freed of all 
interest in 1885, general interest reduced to 72- per cent, in 1886, and 
to 7 per cent, in 1887. Similarly at Bordeaux. Beginning with 21* 
per cent, in 1801, it was lowered to an average of 13i per cent, in 1830, 
to 10 per cent, in 1845, to 9 per cent, three years later, and so on 
until it was made 6 per cent in 1891. In no case has interest been 
raised as in England. 

There is a strange variety of pawnshops in Germany. We find 
institutions under public control working side by side with private 
establishments. The latter lend lower amounts, but at a higher rate 
of interest than the Royal, State, Ducal, County, and Municipal 
pawnshops. In no case, however, can it be more than 24 per cent. 
There are about a hundred, publicly managed pawnshops in Germany. 
In Berlin, at the Jumyjlichen Lcihamt^ and at the* municipal pawn- 
shops of Breslau, Munich, Hamburg, Dantzic, Strasburg, and many 
other large towns, the interest is 12 per cent. The Berlin Royal 
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pawnshop pays 10 per cent, on its capital, and gives the surplus every 
year to charitable purposes. At Dresden the interest is 9, at Leipsig 
8 per cent, and in some towns less* The period for the loans ranges 
frornthree to sixteen months. The interest is frequently on a gra- 
duated scale, being highest on small pawns. Almost all the municipal 
pawnshops are connected with the savings banks, and are self-support- 
ing. In most towns they advance loans on securities at 4 or 5 per 
cent. There is great elasticity and diversity about the German 
system of pawnshops, but on the whole the German Leiliam or 
Pfandhaioi Aoqs not compare favourably with the French montdepiiie. 

In Austria the system is somewhat similar to that in Germany. 
There are royal pawnshops in Vienna and Prague which charge 
10 per cent, interest. There are provincial pawnshops, and in many 
towns municipal pawnshops. If the authorities do not establish 
pawnshops, or if they do not supply the needs of the population,, 
private enterprise is allowed to step in, but is kept very closely under 
control. The pawnbrokers have to give guarantees and their shops 
are under inspection. 

There are municipal pawnshops in all the large cities of Italy and 
Spain. In Spain some of them are only of recent creation. In 
Madrid the institution is associated with the savings bank, and in 
1893 made a jpofit of 3e‘>7,G80 fi*. It deals largely in securities. 
Last year it advanced 94,148,709 fr. in securities, and 11,070,501 fr. 
on jewels and clothing. It borrows at 3 per cent, and lends at 0 per 
cent. Many reforms have of late been introduced. Only last year 
the valuers were relieved of the liability for deficits on loans, as the 
management desired to put the highest possible value on articles- 
pawned in order to defeat the purchase of tickets. 

Some of the best examples of continental pawnshops are to be 
found in Belgium. They are after the French model. Pawnshops 
have been controlled in the interest of the community in Belgium 
since 1018. The law under which they now operate, with local 
variations, dates from 1848. They borrow capital from the hospitals, 
the Charity Bureaux, and the towns, and are managed by the town 
or communal councils and the charitable administrations. The 
profit they make is destined for the relief of the poor. At Antwerp 
there is anonymous pawning, as in several German towns and in 
Holland. No names are asked, except when a pawner brings new 
goods. The rate of interest has been gradually reduced until it ia 
now 8 per cent. The profit last year was 18,376 fr. The poor may 
pawn gratuitously. The rate of interest at Liege is 5 percent., with 
a duty of 1 per cent, and a commission of i per cent, per month. 
Last year the profit was 21,963 fr. The Brussels mont depi6t6 charges- 
7 per cent., and contemplates a reduction as that rate is considered too 
high. Loans are advanced on amounts between 2 fr. and 3000 fr.. 
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and the limit of time is a year. In 1892 the establishment made a 
profit of 15,391 fr., and in 1891, 37,902 fr. 

From these few facts concerning continental pawnshops it will bp 
observed that, unlike ours, they are all organised in the interest Jl the 
borrowers and the community, and adapt themselves to the needs of 
the people, while ours harmonise better with the interests of the 
pawnbrokers. I might add to these examples of foreign methods, 
but the information I have given and the contrasts I have made are 
sufficient to show the backward state we are in on this subject, and 
to indicate the way of reform. 

Any reform hitherto attempted has been stoutly resisted by the 
trade. In Australia and the United States successful elforts have 
been made by private corporations to reduce the rates of interest, 
but attempts to do so outside the trade in England have failed, and 
inside the trade have never been tried. A few of the undertakings 
which started with the ambition of really becoming the poor man’s 
banker, failed in some instances through departing from legitimate 
business, and in other cases had not funds to keep going. Pawn- 
brokers require a large capital to start, as nearly the whole first year’s 
transactions mean nothing but outlay. General T5ooth was the last 
to propose a scheme for a poor man’s bank, on i/amf dc p/r'M methods, 
but abandoned it, I suspect, for want of funds. It is curious to note 
that pawnbroking in England runs very much in families. The 
reason df this may be that large capital is required to start a new 
business. While the pawnbroker sticks to pawning and has capital he 
is on sure and safe ground. lie has absolute security, valued by 
himself, in his possession before he advances a loan. But pawn- 
brokers, as a rule, go outside pawning, and deal largely in cheap 
jewellery and shoddy importations of various kinds — a more or less 
speculative business. 

The inquiry which has been instituted by the London County 
Council, and the report ordered by the Foreign Office, will put us in 
possession of a great deal of information on pawnbroking which is 
not now obtainable. The subject is one which has been too long 
neglected by our economists and municipal reformers. It should be 
considered without delay. Investigation must necessarily precede 
proposals for reform. For the present, I think I have established a 
strong case for municipal action, and have shown that the control of 
pawnshops in the interest of the community would be a legitimate, 
sound, safe, and profitable extension of collectivism. 

Robert Donald. 



THE FEDERATION OF THE ENGLISH- 
SPEAKING PEOPLE. 


A TALK WITH THE RIGHT HON. Sill GEORGE GREY. K.C.B. 


I N wliab follows, I have had an opportunity of dealing with tho 
main features of a subject, in which for many years I have taken 
the deepest interest, that is the federation of the whole of the English- 
speaking people. 

Perhaps no question of equal importance and magnitude has ever 
before engaged the attention of so large a portion of mankind ; and 
it is with great diffidence I have ventured to put forward tie views 
which, after much reflection, I have formed upon it. 

I hope that the suggestions I have made, may at least induce 
others to devote their energies to the solution of this, the great 
problem of the Twentieth Century. 

G. Gkey. 

I. The iTiNEKAnY of a Faith. 

If I might suggest it, would there not be a natural key to your 
views in a history of them as they originated, and in the course of 
the y^rs have taken form in your mind ? ” 

“ No doubt. As a child, I imagine that I was given to muping, 
with a tinge of melancholy in it, which characteristic I probably 
inherited from the shock given .to my mother by my father’s death, 
a few days before T was born. You may know that he w^as killed 
in the third assault, yvhich the English forces made on Badajoz. 
As I grew up, I could not help noticing the suffering and misery 
prevalent on all sides, among the masses of the people. The care 
of a highly educated and loving mother^ and association with my 
stepfather, a clergyman, a most thoughtful man, one of the best 
men I have ever known, naturally fostered this feeling in me. Then 
my service in Ireland for some years, as a young military officer, 
affected my thoughts, I should say, in quite a definite manner.” 
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‘‘Thafc, I think, was jnst after the Catholic Emancipation turmoil, 
when it was being succeeded by a demand for the repeal of the 
Union?” 

Ireland was then in a very distressed, unhappy state, and 5ven 
bad I wished to shut my eyes to the existing misery, it was forced 
in on me, in the course of my duty. Once, when I was sent in com- 
mand of a party to protect tithe-collectors, all my humanity revolted 
against what I saw. Well, I thought something might surely be done 
to meet the suflering peasants, not in Ireland alone, though she was in 
the worst case, but in the whole land, and I felt that the way would 
be to endeavour to find better possibilities, sweeter and freer homes in 
new countries across the seas, where the rust and iron of the Old 
World had not entered. Of regeneration from within, I concluded, 
there could then be but little hope, at all events, very much less.” 

‘‘ So we have here the germ of what you have dreamed and done, 
towards Anglo-Saxon unity ? ” 

‘‘ In turning to the New World in the South, I saw that the 
simplest and surest way of keeping it clear of Old World shams and 
miseries, would be to retain its control for the Anglo-Saxon. Don’t 
forget that one half of the world, as civilisation knows it to-day, was 
then quite unknown. Thus, when I had the opportunity of going 
on an exploring expedition to Western Australia, 1 hoped to find not 
only a place where a settlement of happy people might spring up, but 
to plant another post in an Anglo-Saxon fence which would prevent 
the Old World from interfering with the development of the New. 
My subsequent experiences as resident at Albany, and as Governor 
of South Australia, ripened the ideas with which I had left Britain. 
Especially, the calibre of the early settlers in South Australia gave 
me great trust in the new Anglo-Saxondora, to be built up in the 
Southern hemisphere. Nonconformists many of them, there was a 
worth, a sincerity, a true ring about them, which could not fail of 
great things. There and elsewhere I endeavoured to carry out what 
I regarded as a cardinal principle in the making of a new country, 
to create capital direct from the natural produce of the soil, not by the 
raising of too heavy loans. Merely, that is another way of saying, 
Keep the people on the land, as the cry in Britain is, ‘ Get the people 
back to the land.’ The divorce of the people from the soil at home 
I could foresee — indeed, it had already begun. . To have the settlers 
securely on the land from the first, meant they were there to grow 
into a nation, not to amass temporary riches and then go back to 
•an already over-crowded Old World.” 

By this time, I gather, you were seeing more and more clearly 
what younger Britain might do for the Mother-Country, how the 
Southern hemisphere and the Northern might work together for 
good ? ” 

“ Year by year I saw this more and more, and when I went to organise 
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the government of New Zealand, I found myself on a stage where 
larger endeavours were possible. It*s a lon*g way back, but I’m able 
to test whore I stood by the case, of the cast-iron constitution on Old 
Wofia models, which was sent out to me from Downing Street, for 
New Zealand. Besides being unjust to the Maoris and to the bulk of 
the colonists — a thing merely for the wealthy of the country— that con- 
stitution made entirely against the federation idea, which I hoped would 
develop all over Anglo-Saxondom in future years. There is a certain 
humour in the recollection that wl^n the constitution reached me, I 
was standing on the sea-shore at Whanganui, watching the progress 
of some skirmishing going on with the Maoris. There and then I sat 
down, mastered it, made up my mind it would never do, and put it 
up again. What became of that document I’m not quite certain, but 
I imagine I transmitted it to the Old Country by the first ship.” 

“ Should I be right in taking it, that the new constitution which the 
Home Government authorised you to draw up in place of that one, was 
intended not only to meet the needs of New Zealand itself, but also 
#to embody the essentials of federal growth among Anglo-Saxons? ” 

“ Quite so ; and before then I had taken active steps to secure that 
such islands as Fiji, Tahiti, and the New Caledonian, Tonga, and 
Loyalty groups, should come within our sphere of influence. Our 
well-being as a people, the peace of the world, it seemed to me, 
depended on our, throwing our mantle over tlie New World, so as 
to secure its growth in its own way, to be a barrier between it and 
what was bad in the Old. Many of the chiefs I had definitely arranged 
with — and most anxious and willing they were — and I specifically 
recommended to the Home Government the inclusion of Fiji. But 
Downing Street sent back to me the command to cease such negotia- 
tions, for they would not permit them. It was on lines such as these 
that federation became the faith in me, which my work in South 
Africa, my second Governorship of New Zealand, such share as I have 
had in politics since ceasing to be a servant of the Crown — which all 
these have confirmed a thousandfold in my mind.” 


II. Building in Tkiuilation — Nations. 

“ Now, how does the possibility of a great Anglo-Saxon federation,, 
to hold the balance of the world for righteousness, read by the light 
of history ? ” 

‘‘In considering the* future of the English-speaking people — 
Bussell Lowell, I think, first used that fine phrase — we necessarily 
have recourse to the past. And that, it appears to me, make& 
in the most complete manner, for the girdling of the world with 
beneficent influences through the medium of the Anglo-Saxon. We 
all of us, I suppose, recognise that there are certain great driving 
forces behind the march of humanity. We may not see them, or we 
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may merely get a glimpse of them now and then, but they are there, 
and always in operation. Providence — that is my word. A principal 
line of these forces — the chief one, I hold — we have in the evolution 
of the Anglo-Saxon race.” ' 

“ So far as that evolution has proceeded, you regard it as proving 
a plain deduction ? ” 

“ Go back to the time when the thing becomes so clear as to be 
entirely apparent, back to the time of Elizabeth. What do we find ? 
A race of hardy men who took delight in sailing new se'as, becoming 
familiar with virgin countries ; who were, in a word, opening up fresh 
tracks here and there across the globe. And following upon that, 
consider the drift of legislation in these islands from the period of 
Elizabeth. It was to appropriate the land into the hands of a few, to 
make great landlords, to make single men the owners, nay, the 
tyrants of great areas. This meant depriving the common people of 
their natural means of subsistence, forcing them to maintain them- 
selves where there really was no room for them, and so the result 
was suffering, want, discontent. But don’t imagine me to suggest^f 
that all this happened in a day. It was spread over years and gene- 
rations, and has come down to us through the centuries.” 

“ As witness, probably, for specific evidence, the case of Ireland 
even as we know her ? ” 

“ Quito so. The great eating up of the Irish land, the throttling 
of the natural wealth of that country, began with the ill work done 
in the Elizabethan age. Yet the full mischief did not appear until my 
own early days, when the Irish people were leaving their native 
land in shiploads. But in England the result came sooner, and ran 
on continuously, rather than burst like the wave that subsequently 
swept Ireland. Very well, coupled with this tendency of legislation — 
the divorce between the people and the land — came religious per- 
secutions and tyrannies. These were the two forces which, with 
exceptions just numerous enough to prove the rule, planted the Anglo- 
Saxon name in every corner of the earth. Two great evils, you see, 
working out in good ; a sowing in wrong and wickedness, the garner- 
ing righteousness. Cradling like that makes men and nations. 
When Spain founded colonies, she sent delegates designedly to do it. 
When Prance colonised Canada it was the same ; and so with other 
countries. They planted all the Old World institutions, with their 
imperfections, on new soil, which, as time has shown, was like building 
on sand. In sheer justice, it was not meet that the Old World should 
live in the New.” 

Driven from home by persecution, an asylum in new lands 
afforded by the discoveries of adventurous rovers, the Anglo-Saxons 
built where they went for all time — homes to be the hearth-stones of 
nations ? ” 

‘‘ Having been taught by bitter experience at home, they struck 
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out on new lines ; the humanities in them got scope ; they carried 
tolerance and liberty ever with them. Take the Puritans who founded 
New England — was there ever such a noble band — or take the 
QuaBSrs, or take the English and Irish Homan Catholics. In some 
cases, when there was persecution on the Continent of Europe, these 
British emigrants attracted to them what was persecuted. South 
Africa was founded in oppression — ^independently of us, as it happened, 
for the forefathers of the Boers were largely French Huguenots. Our 
settlement of Australasia differs from our other expansions, in that the 
root of it was necessary oppression, not sheer tyranny. When convicts 
were sent to Australasia they could not return, and so were compelled 
to settle there. Moreover, as if it was not enough that the Anglo- 
Saxon should rush from persecution to a new home across the seas, 
be no sooner found it, than the old oppression might again be at his 
heels. The stern Mother more than once stretched out her hand to 
coerce her freer children, so forcing them ever to take new ground, 
and be, so to speak, clear of her clutches. Here — and take the 
Ijtistance of America — is a second stage in the waft and woof of tribu- 
lation which' is at the root of our growth; or take, also, the 
instance of the 1 Joers, whom by harsh regulations we forced inland on 
to new territory in South Africa.” 

Naturally there came a time when the liberty and freedom of the 
unfettered Saxon abroad reacted on the Old World ? ” 

Unquestionably the freedom which exists now in the Old World is 
largely the inspiration of the New, the result of the example set there. 
Very many of the inventions of the nineteenth century — the threads 
of modern progress — have had their origin in the New World. She 
has been heaping coals of fire on the head .of the Old. Has it ever 
occurred to you how beautiful a contribution the Irish girl, driven to 
another land by starvation at home, has made to the development of 
the English-speaking race ? What a stretch of Anglo-Saxondoin, 
her wages — hardly earned in service, and sent home for the emigration 
of her father and mother, her sisters and brothers — has peopled. She 
is a winning illustration of how the hard taskmaster necessity, has 
been our architect for building up new races. Ireland has been 
tortured and beaten, and her daughters and sons through that torture, 
those blows, have done all this wondrous work for us. Placing in 
the result one consideration and another, we have arrived at this now, 
that a gr(‘at part of the eai’th is occupied by men speaking the 
English tongue. The blood may have been English, or Scotch, or 
Irish, or Welsh originally — no matter what part of the parent stock it 
was wrung from. It may be American, or Australasian, or Canadian, 
or South African, but it is always free AnglorSaxon in its aspirations. 
Other races, who have joined their fortunes to ours in the New World, 
have taken the Anglo-Saxon stamp, giving us in return what they 
kad of their own that was better than ours, so that we have drawn 
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in the very marrow of civilisation from the most civilised races. That 
is where we stand, and it entails a heavy load of responsibility on our 
part, towards humanity at large.” 

III. An Epoch of Fedekation. 

“ Inevitably, I ask you, what, in your view, is the situation, as 
bearing on the future not only of the race, but of mankind ? ” 

“ I am, I imagine, merely expressing what is generally agreed on, 
when I say that obviously the end of this century has brought us 
to a critical period, in the history of the world. By that I mean 
we have reached a time of radical, far-reaching change in human 
economy. Systems do not last for ever ; they decay, and have to be 
replaced. The most perfect of machines wears itself out, and another 
has to be substituted, and not merely that, but the new one has to 
be of a different design, adapted to a fresh, most likely a severer, set of 
circumstances. A man who refused to utilise the wisdom and resources 
of his age in machinery, who preferred hopelessly to go on according 
to the old order of things, we should regard as a madman. It is the# 
same in the economy of the human family, and to dread wise and 
ordered change is to court danger and disaster.” 

Your advocacy of the closer union of the Anglo-Saxon race i» 
dictated by a desire to meet and help the new economy, to assist 
Nature in her changes, not retard her ? ” 

“ Anglo-Saxons are the predominant race, and it lies with them 
to lead the way in the new epoch. The first great fact we have 
to face is, that whereas in the past there have been the continual 
discovery and peopling of new countries, no more now remain to be 
discovered. No corner of the world which can be brought under the 
harrow of civilisation is unknown to us ; we are aware exactly what 
lands remain to be settled. We know what each nation is engaged 
in doing, and we are able with some measure of certainty to estimate 
what it will continue doing. Clearly the world, so nearly fully 
occupied, presents a very different working machine to the world 
with lands unknown and unpeopled, as it was at the beginning of the 
century. The second great fact is, that, with the full occupation of 
the earth, the mass of the people have gained a potent voice in the 
management of affairs. Democracy, it is true, has not fully obtained 
its heritage yet — not even in the New World, although it has most 
nearly done so there — but its full accession is only a question of time. 
Within those two factors, then — first, our complete occupation of the 
habitable globe ; second, the rise of the democracy — there is the key 
of what is to be. Clearly, from the extent of the world held by the 
Anglo-Saxon race, coupled with the fact that they include not merely 
the largest numbers in the world’s democracy, but what is ripest and 
best in that democracy — for these reasons the future of humanity 
must rest primarily in their hands.” 
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“ And that power they could use most advantageously — not for 
themselves alone, but for all — by having a certain coherence of 
existence, a solidity of aim ? ” 

‘^"“Assuredly. In every direction they are working with might and 
main to develop the resources of different countries, and they are 
carrying the one faith of Christianity wherever they go. They are 
characterised by a common language, a common literature, and 
common laws. Shakespeare, Milton, the riches of our classic litera- 
ture, belong as much to these new nations as they do to us. Local 
surroundings may create small differences in habits, certain varying 
lines of action, but these are merely incidents, fitting together 
the harmonious whole. When we think of it, it is impossible that 
there could be anything but a common bond of unity, a oneness in 
the whole structure upon which the race rests. All that has been 
as certain, as it is certain that light follows the darkness. Destiny, 
Nature — whatever term you will, though to me it is the first of these 
— have been working unceasingly in that direction. If the progress 
has been so great through years when South Africa or New Zealand 
were infinitely distant from us, when there wore no swift steamers, and 
no cables under the sea, how much greater must it now become. Such 
wonderful changes has modern science brought about, that really the 
peoples of Greater Britain and of America are but next-door neighbours 
to the folks in the Old Country. Wo had recently the auspicious 
and happy event of the birth of a boy to the Duke and Duchess of 
York, a prince born in direct line to the throne. Why, that was 
known within an hour on the farthest shores of Greater Britain, and 
the news, I assure you, received with as keen a joy as here. Or, 
take a different illustration of what I am endeavouring to show — the 
great dock strike in London, Not merely was that struggle followed 
from hour to hour in Australasia, but encouragements and assistance 
from Australasian workers to their comrades atjiome, swept continually 
across the seas on the cable wires.” 

“ What you are arguing, is that there is really union between the 
branches of the Anglo-iSaxon family already, and that all we have to 
do is to afford it every assistance in growing and forming ? 

“ Exactly. From time to time there have been disturbances to 
this growth, and opportunities for its furtherance have been thrown 
away. Probably the greatest disturbance was the war between the 
Northern and Southern States of America, but the ties of unity 
came through that test unbroken. Another disturbance — although 
it could hardly be called one in concrete form — was the wave of 
opinion which swept over the Mother Country in favour of dismem- 
bermentt Fully a quarter of a century ago, when I was here last, the 
leaders of the political parties were, with perhaps a few exceptions, 
for cutting off the Colonies. At the time the danger, I have always 
believed, was as acute as it would have been irremediable. Happily it 
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was tided over, and I do not think it is ever likely to occur again. 
As between public opinion here then and now, on the expansion of 
the English-speaking race, 1 find an entire, and to me, I need hardly 
say, an exceedingly agreeable contrast. One reason why I went UTack 
to New Zealand then, was that I thought I could have more influence 
working from there, than I could have, working here. Eecent British 
legislation and the bettor attitude of the Mother Country to her 
Colonies have, I feol sure, been powerfully influenced by the rise of 
Greater Britain. Anyhow, whereas the cry was a quarter of a century 
ago, ‘ Cut the Colonies off,* it is now, ‘ Let us do our best to get closer 
to each other,* and that is most satisfactory. I think the feeling is 
altogether sincere, that it prevails not among the leaders of the country 
only, but is an article of faith with the mass of my fellow-country- 
men. No doubt a federation the like of which I suggest, would be 
something never before known. But then the conditions calling for 
it, have never arisen before; there has not in the past been the 
necessity for such a thing. The Ancients had not discovered the art 
of , securing political representation, or what the Moderns call the 
principle of federation. With the changed conditions of the world the' 
necessity has arisen, and the call has been to the Anglo-Saxon. 
Everything, the materials, the tools, are ready at our disposal. In 
fine, we have reached an epoch of federation, which is, so far as 1 can 
^^ee, the new form of human economy.** 


IV. TiiK Line for the Colonies. 

“ In approaching the question, ‘ How to federate Y you will pro- 
bably prefer to deal first with the Colonies, so starting from them, 
what ought the line to be ? ’* 

It may, I think, be assumed that the existing position as between 
the Colonies and Dependencies — ^I always refer to both in what I*m 
saying — and Great Britain, cannot go on permanently. Most people 
recognise that. Of the recognition of it by the Colonies, you have 
evidence in the raising now and again, of suggestions in the direction 
of change. The simple truth is, that some of the essential elements 
are wanting in the link which unites Mother Country and Colonies. 
If you ask what these are, you get back to the cardinal point, that 
substantially the constitutions under which the Colonies are adminis- 
tered, are the work of the British Parliament. And, in several 
respects, the constitutions of the Colonies — and I have Australasia 
particularly in my mind — have come strongly into collision with 
oolonial feeling and progress,** ♦ 

“ Will you give me an example of it ? ** 

“ Pro^jably two of the strongest are the appointment of governors 
by the British Ministry, and the nomination of the Upper Houses 
of the legislatures, through those governors. Surely, there could be 
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nothing more repugnant to the sentiment — ^nay, to the patriotism 
— of a community, than to be told that they have no man 
among them worthy or capable to stand at the head of the 
State, that only the Mother Country can produce such men. Not 
merely does that wound public feeling, but it destroys the legiti- 
mate ambition to reach the highest places of legislation, which 
ought to characterise a free people. Besides, while originally a 
governor was understood to be selected by the Mother Country for 
his experience and qualities as an administrator, it admittedly is not 
so now. To be told, as Disraeli declared, that a chief recommendation, 
of a governor was that he had been born in the purple, or had 
married into it, is to aggravate the already existing evil. You per- 
fectly understand that I am merely judging a system and its results, 
that for individuals I have nothing but praise. As to the Upper 
Houses, nominated through the Crown, the result of that has been to* 
give the party of wealth an undue share of power.” 

“ But , if you cut off governors nominated by the Grown, if the 
powers exercised by them in respect to the Upper Houses are 
abolished, what concrete link of connection is there remaining, 
with the Mother Country ? ” 

Which simply brings us to federation, to the fact that if Colonie:-^ 
and Mother Country are to go on in harmony, some true and equitable 
means of union must be found. It is satisfactory that the feeling on 
the part of the Colonies evinces a sincere desire for real unity with 
the Mother Country. Amid all the opportunities 1 have had of 
becoming acquainted with the views of the colonists, I have known only 
very few who desired separation. Believe me, the Colonies are distinct 
and earnest ; but understand, they expect to be met in the same spirit. 
To myself it has always seemed that there is little promise in what, 
without offence to anybody, I shall call cut-and-dry schemes of 
federation. The well - remembered Sydney Conference convinced 
me of that, if I had not been convinced before. It was at it 
proposed to unite in one whole, colonies whose electoral systems 
were on radically different bases. New Zealand and South Australia, 
for instance, had manhood suffrage ; elsewhere the plural vote existed. 
What was equally bad, the head of an Australasian Common- 
wealth was to be chosen, not by the people of the Commonwealth, 
but by the Crown — that is, by the British Prime Minister of the 
day. The Australasians were to have no voice in selecting the Head 
of tiheir State, and probably every one of them would be barred from 
ever attaining to that great office. Clearly this was a wrong basis to 
build upon, and } regard the scheme of the Sydney Conference as an 
affair that is over and done with.” 

Your plan implies a more elastic idea, an entire avoidance of 
everything that could gall or fetter, any of the communities con* 
cemed ? ” 
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“As a security I would personally prefer that every man and 
woman in a colony capable of voting, should be on the register — one 
man or one woman, one vote. But then I recognise that to be 
question for each colony, and so, let federation proceei on the liSaes 
which seem most natural, and the best, according to circumstances. I 
have no desire to lay down any determinate method of action, because 
in such a matter there may be diflferent ways, equally good, towards 
the same end. It might be said that to create a United States of Austral- 
asia off-hand — even if it were desirable in itself — would merely be to 
make one more great nation, standing, to all intents and purposes, by 
itself. Why not, on the other hand, let one Australasian colony federate 
with another, if they so like, as is now suggested between Victoria 
and New South Wales. The general federation would not be affected 
thereby, because two colonies linked together, would simply have the 
larger a place in it. However a beginning is made the end to be 
striven for is a United States of Great Britain, for it would be natural 
to take the name from the Mother Country, the leading, the senior 
partner in the organisation.” 

“ Your views are the uniting of all branches of the Empire 
on some such basis as lIio United States of America?^* 

“ I am willing to accept the United States of America, whose 
growth I have watched with satisfaction, as more or less an example 
by which we might proceed. It would not be necessary to adhere 
in any slavish way to it, but undoubtedly the United States of 
America have shown one way in which the end we must try to gain, 
ctm be reached. No doubt faults might be found in the American 
system, but, upon the whole, it ought to be regarded as furnishing us 
with very useful inspiration. C’anada has already federated herself, 
and it would bo an easy thing for her, whilst maintaining her own feder- 
ation, to become part and parcel of the larger federation. I make no 
doubt that Australasia would come in colony by colony, or two at a time ; 
anyhow, only she would come. As to the Polynesian Islands, they 
would be grouped together, and have their place and their repre- 
sentatives. True, New Caledonia and Tahiti belong to France, 
although if I and the native chiefs had been allowed to have our 
way, they might many years ago have been preserved for this federa- 
tion. Blit as it is, they do not make serious obstacles, and the force 
of attraction which the greater always has for the less, would by-and- 
by, find them amongst us. Samoa I count secure in the end, 
thanks to the instinctive — possibly the unconsciously instinctive — 
^tion of the United States of America, which prevented those 
beautiful islands from becoming a dependency of Germany. South 
Africa I endeavoured to federate in my own time there, and I could 
give reasons for saying that I believe I should have been successful, 
had the Home Government allowed me to proceed. Certainly, in 
any case, the seeds were planted, and in all that has taken place 
VOL. LXVI. o 
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since, and in the disposition of South Africa now, I see clear hope of 
federation. Gibraltar, Malta, Cyprus, every part of the world which 
we, hold, would have, quickly wish to have, a due share in the 
federation ; and even India, Oriental country though she be, 1 should 
hope in course of time would have her wealth and splendour recog- 
nised by membership. Outside the one great Imperial Parliament 
every colony and dependency would be its own ruler absolutely — that 
is to say, whatever belonged to a colony alone should lie with it 
^lone to deal, through the method of its own legislative machine. 
And what that legislative machine might bo it would be for the 
colony — rather let us say the particular State — to determine abso- 
lutely. It could have one legislative body or two, in fact whatever 
constitution it desired, for that would be purely its own matter.” 


V. WiiAT Biutain Can Du. 

♦ 

“ If there are to be as few obstacles as possible in the way to 
federation, what part do you look to the Mother Country to take ? ” 
She is the Mother of all these children scattered through the 
world, and her responsibility, like her position, i« the greatest. She 
bore and cradled them all — cradled them perhaps impatiently at times 
as we have seen — but ever in the days of their distress, especially in 
the nineteenth century, aiding them with a mother’s tendefrest care. 
First there comes up from the point of view of the Mother Country, 
what I have already alluded to, the question of the constitutions 
under which the Colonies govern themselves. The fact that the 
Colonies have constitutions which are not of their own making, 
does nob prevent us from federating. But it would be far better 
that the Colonies should have the opportunity of revising their 
constitutions. Tlie surest guarantee of contentment on the part of a 
people is that they shall have had the making, as well as the 
administration, of the machinery governing them.” 

Such a step as you suggest would involve a great deal, would it 
not, and, moreover, how could it be done ? ” 

“ My own experience of the working of certain parts of the colonial 
constitutions has convinced me of the wisdom of this, and I think 
there is a way by which it can readily be done. Let the British 
Parliament, taking action of its own initiative, or as the result of a 
request from the Colonies, pass an act declaring that after a certain 
period, the existing acts of the British Parliament giving constitu- 
tions to each of these Colonies shall become null and fold, in order that 
the people of the several colonies may thereupon create new ones. 
Such an act ought to contain a provision, which would seeure that 
the voters under it comprised, for the special and single purpose of 
framing the new constitutions, all adult citizens in each colony. 
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The great consideration would be, that in erei/ case tie constitntion 
enacted should represent the free will of the community it affected, 
and .that would be obtained by the means .1 am suggesting. 
Britain gives the friendly lead to federation in that way we shall 
have made a great stride forward. As applying to this suggestioo^ 
it might be said, ‘ Really the Colonies can at present do practically 
anything they like, so why call for an Act of the British Parliament V 
But if you try to rearrange the colonial constitutions through 
themselves as they now stand, almost hopeless obstacles imme-* 
diately appear. As the Colonies are, they can only make laws by a 
legislature consisting of a nominated Upper House and a Lower 
House the members of which are returned by a system of plur^ 
voting that gives vast powers to the owners of scattered pro-^ 
perties. The Constitution which would be adopted under such a 
system would therefore not be a Constitution chosen by the people them- 
selves ; and moreover, as reorganisation ought to mean (irst and fore- 
most the abolition of nominated Upper Houses, those who derive 
their powers through them would naturally stand out against re- 
organisation. Hence the call for this Act.” 

‘‘All this to help federation forward, and then how about the 
composition of the 'new Imperial Parliament in which the common 
interests of Great and Greater Britain would reside ? ” 

“ The Federal Parliament of the United States of America has two 
branches — the House of Representatives and the Senate, and the 
Executive is outside both. My preference would be for a British Im- 
perial Parliament of one chamber, because I think that, the most effec- 
tive method of constitutional government, whether it be in the local 
affairs of a State or in the affairs of a world-wide empire. But no 
one man should presume to a definite opinion in such a matter, and 
given once that there was to be a British Imperial Parliament, it would 
have to be determined how it should, with the best advantage to all 
concerned, be constituted. No matter how all the parts of the 
Empire might differ in their own respective Constitutions, they would 
all meet on the same footing in the Imperial I’arliament. It would 
make no difference if one State elected its representatives to the 
Imperial Parliament in one way, and its nearest neighbour pro- 
ceeded on another. The right to choose representatives for the 
general Parliament as each thought best, would preserve what must 
never be forgotten, the sacred blessing of freedom within freedom. 
Obviously such a British Imperial Parliament, implies the reorgani- 
sation of the machinery by which the Mother Countrjiat present 
administers her home and foreign affairs. When I suggested a 
scheme of Home Rule for Ireland, about the time of the contest in 
which I was interested at Newark, I had tha,t in view. Home Rule 
for Ireland should not be regarded as purely a demand by Irelaind ; 
that is a mistaken, an unfortunate view, and only does harm. If, we 
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are to have an Imperial Parliament for the whole Empire we must 
have as complete Home Eule for the different parts of the Mother 
Gopntry as the Colonies would have/* 

“ So the reorganisation must g6 on from two sides, that of the 
Colonies and that of the Mother Country, the younger and the older 
divisions of the Empire coming together as a result ? ’* 

Clearly, Scotland, Ireland, Wales, England could all have Home 
Eule, or Local Government, or whatever you like to call it, since here 
at least a name but represents the object. Because you had Home 
Rule for the four divisions of the Mother Country, it need not be 
assumed that they will simply have one Homo Rule Parliament each. 
Why should it be so ? Why not, if it is best, make Ireland into 
iSeveral States, and so with England, and Scotland, and Wales. The 
general affairs that would be for the Imperial Parliament to settle 
include a group of subjects which immediately occur to one's mind, 
as the maintenance and administration of the Army and Navy, 
Customs, involving Free Trade or Protection as the case may be, and 
so on. It may be suggested that the Free 1?rade of Britain and the 
protective policy of the Colonies are likely to be a serious bar to 
federation. To that I make two answers. First, we can have 
federation, leaving each State to deal with its customs and such 
matters precisely as it likes, simply contributing a fair share to the 
revenue needed by the general Parliament to meet the expenditure 
on account of all. Secondly, I believe that the taxation of the future 
is to be drawn not only from the sources which now supply it, but 
largely out of the land — from what is known as ‘ the unearned 
increment.’ Most of what is now a heavy and unfair burden, would 
then be lifted from the shoulders of the masses of the people.” 

“ You expect in the rearranging of the machine of our economy, 
a, great readjustment of the basis on which nations now find their 
public funds ? ” 

I do. No good service is rendered by creating difficulties ahead. 
We may be certain of this, that each generation as it comes rolling 
on,* will hold its own views upon every subject, differing widely, 
perhaps, from the views of its predecessors. What we have to do is 
to ensure a free Gqvernmont which shall now and always secure to 
the people at large the power of enacting the laws they deem to be 
the wisest and best suited to the circumstances of the age.” 


VI. Tiui Case of America. 

“ BeyonS the federation of the British Empire, there remains, if 
the whole splendid prospect you suggest is to be attained, the question 
of the other great branch of the race. What of the American 
Republic ? ” 

An object distinct in a sense certainly, more formidable if you 
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like, yet, if we can achieve it, the crowning stone of the whole edifice. 
Most thinkers, I find, are willing to admit that it may be possible to 
group the people of Britain and Greater Britain on a common ba&ja- 
Bat when you suggest that in thi union of the family the American 
liepublic must somehow be included, why, they exclaim, * A vision.^ 
Now, to me, there is nothing visionary in the idea, and Vithout 
directly intending it, much has already been done to draw Britain 
and America together again.” 

“ Would you seek to have a United States of Britain on one hand, . 
a United States of America on the other, and common action between 
the two ? ” 

‘‘ Perhaps that would be the plainest line to go on, but it is not 
in the least the compulsory ono. Circumstances ever occur in men^s 
pilgrimage and labours which make fresh opportunities, throw new 
lights, mould cases into new forms. We should expect the gradual 
closing of the bonds between the various groups of the race to go on 
at the same time. Assuredly there would be no need whatever 
to complete British federation before the question of co-operation, 
at least, with America became an absolute fact. It need not even 
have been begun, and most probably if we first came to an under- 
standing with America the fact would be a great incentive to the 
purely British federation. The difiiculties between us and America 
as to the boundary Hue with Canada, the Alabama, and the Behring 
Sea seal fisheries, were settled by arbitration. Substantially the two 
nations met in council, and from these meetings we can never go 
back. What we have to do is to come to a standing agreement that 
whenever any subject affecting us both arises, or when there is any 
question affecting the well-being of tlie world generally, we shall meet 
in conference and decide .upon common action. An Anglo-American 
Council, coming quietly into operation when there was cause, disap- 
pearing for the time when it had done its work, would be a mighty 
instrument for good.” 

Would what you suggest demand an enactment by either country, 
or could it be attained otherwise ? ” 

“ It has been proposed, I notice, to introduce a measure in the 
American Congress providing for the settlement by arbitration of any 
disputes arising with Britain during the next twenty-five years. In 
spirit that is excellent, but public opinion in this is far better than enact- 
ments, and I should prefer simply a general understanding between 
the two Governments. Enactments are apt to make one think of 
compulsion, while by having a simple understanding yop avoid that.. 
Suppose a difeculty crops up between the two countries, or suppose 
other nations intend to do something which would affect the well-being 
of the whole world. Immediately this Conference takes place, and what 
it decides is accepted by the two Parliaments, and severally enacted by 
them. You see I propose now merely what on the face of it i» 
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perfectly feasible, that and nothing more. I don’t suggest an imme- 
diate effort at reunion between mother and daughter, because that 
would bring up a crowd of difficulties which evolution and time 
onlj^ can meet; But we can be®n, as, in fact, we have begun, 
leaving the rest to follow when ripe. See how America herself, 
originally thirteen States, has grown by federation.” 

‘^Taking America as she is, do you judge that her people, having 
a large admixture of non- Saxon blood, would really care for closer 
relationship with Britain ? ” 

I shall meet what you urge by recounting an incident which a 
distinguished American author described. There was a great gathering 
in New York, and, for some reason or other, the occasion demanded the 
hoisting of the British flag. Some one cried that that flag ought not 
to be hoisted again on American soil, to which there was the reply 
that it ought never to have been pulled down. In the end, it seemed 
to be agreed by general consent that America did right to separate 
at the time, that she was forced into it, but that some bond of union 
should have been left — a common ground on which the two countries 
could have met for their common interests. I believe that American 
people are taking up that idea, and recognising that it will not only 
be for their and our advantage, but for the good of all mankind.” 

‘‘ Might I not argue that the war between the Northern and the 
Southern States of America showed anything but a desire for Anglo- 
Saxon unity, especially if it is assumed that British opinion ran 
largely for the Secessionists — the South ? ” 

There could not with justice be such an argument from 
the struggle between North and South, because it arose out of the 
one great flaw in that wonderful creation, the American Constitution. 
Strangely enough, when the Constitution was drawn up, it was 
omitted to make any provision in it for dealing with slavery, and 
inevitably, in course of time, came dispute and war. That war 
is to be counted merely one of the temporary hindrances to the 
gradual union of Anglo-Saxondom, which have arisen from time to 
timq. While, like others, it may have contributed something to 
delay the union, it has not interfered with its eventual achievement. 
As to British opinion showing, then, against unity by favouring 
the South, we know that was only the , opinion of a party in Britain. 
The mass of the British people who had nothing to regard but the 
right, and what was for the future weal, ^vere for the North. You 
alluded to the admixture of foreign blood in America, but really it 
has not been very great, and it is chiefly of a kindred type to the 
Anglo-Saxon, the Germanic. If the Anglo-Saxon race, in America 
has shown anything, it has been the capacity for making Anglo-Saxon, 
what has come to it that was not Anglo-Sax!on. If that is not the 
hewing of the materials with which there will be building by«and-by, 
what is it ? Why should we shrink from recognising that, ulti- 
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mately — when, I cannot tell, because I am not a prophet — the 
probabilities appear to indicate the federation, by their States, of 
Britain, America, and what are now the British Colonies, in fine, the 
English-speaking people, in one» great head Parliament? Various 
circumstances occurring seem to point to the fact that Nature herself 
runs in a course which is evolving such a union as what i, have 
suggested, would form a basis to.’* 

VII. Blessings of Federation. 

“If it is possible to solidify the English-speaking people on some 
such lines as you indicate, the final question is, What would be the 
gain to them, and to mankind ? " 

“ To all intents and purposes war would by degrees die out from 
the face of the earth — it would become impossible. The armed camp, 
which burdens the Old World, enslaves the nations, and Impedes 
progress, would disappear. If you had the Anglo-Saxon race, acting 
on a common ground, they could determine the balance of power for 
^ fully peopled earth. Such a moral force would be irresistible, and 
argument would take the place of war, in the settlement of inter- 
national disputes. Why, if there was a race great enough by a single 
word to prevent it, should any two nations throw the world into dis- 
order, by fighting with each other ? If the arbitrament of reason 
takes the place of the arbitrament of war, it will at once be seen 
what a new and noble world is unveiled. Substantially the fighting 
machinery of the Old World — ^the arsenals, and the battalions — have 
been kept out of the New. But mutterings sometimes threaten, which 
excite the young nations of the New World to think they must 
prepare means for their own defence, against some of the nations 
of the Old. Therefore, unless Anglo-Saxon union is realised, the 
doubt arises, whether war can long be kept out of the Now World ; 
so, you see, unity makes for the prevention of war in the Old, and 
obviates any probable causes of war in the New. An element not 
fully dreamt of, which is being introduced, will immensely strengthen 
the federation idea. The influence of woman, now coming to be a real 
factor in the world, will tend, probably as much as any other cause, 
to make nations unwilling to plunge into scenes of bloodshed and 
useless destruction of life and property. That will be a blessed 
Assistance towards the peace of the world in this time of excitement, 
and BO a bulwark for federation, which is the creator of peace.” 

“ You lay great stress, do you not, on the means federation would 
afford for improving the conditions affecting modern life and thought ?” 

As .the second great result of the cohesion of the race, we should 
have life quickened and developed, and unemployed energies called 
into action in many places, where they now lie stagnant. The 
thoughtful mind which applies the principle of federation, will find 
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that it meets many of the difficulties which now appear to block our 
path. Below it, the very essence of it, is decentralisation, the getting 
o^the people fairly spread over the earth, not huddled into a few 
places where diicay would follow overcrowding. Every separate State, 
having complete Home Rule, would contain its own vital life within 
itself, ^ould offer the highest opportunities to the labours of its citizens. 
Whenever you constitute a new centre of authority, you create a 
basis of general activity, which in its turn again, has offshoots. Thus* 
there would be more employment, the waste lands of the Old World 
and the still untilled ones of the New, would bo taken up. Federa- 
tion means, then, not merely the grouping of us together — which is 
the instrument — but the settling of national and social and labour 
questions, which have been coming to the front for years back, 
Difiiculties which the present machinery is not adequate to deal with, 
which divided we can ill solve, we should be able united to settle with 
perfect ease — in fact, the forces which created union would also work 
to the settlement of all these questions.” 

‘‘ You hold that a centralised system of government is not weli 
suited to the present-time wants of men, at least, that a better is 
possible ? ” 

‘‘ I do. We have evidence of it in the modern unions which have 
come into existence in such strength. Parliaments did not meet the 
needs of the people, so they have virtually legislated for themselves 
by the creation in a new form of those guilds with which, under 
different circumstances, our forefathers first secured the foundations of 
our liberties. There could hardly be a more clo(]uent plea for 
decentralisation, which, as population increases in the world, must 
ever become the greater a necessity. I think that in local decentral- 
isation, coupled with general centralisation, there is the secret of 
future human stability and vitality. Possibly I shall be charged 
with wishing to re-establish the period of the Heptarchy, but, of course, 
the case is entirely different. The Heptarchy meant quite separate 
entities, while federation is complete local life, with the strength and 
vigour so to be obtained, and a general unity on what concerns all'. 
It makes one sad to think what governmental capacity, what patriot- 
ism are running to waste in the British Empire, because there are at 
present no means of calling them into action. Think of the splendid 
training grounds the local Parliaments would be for the greater work 
of the federal one, and of the higher possibilities which, in every way, 
would be opened out. There would be far more happiness, and who 
knows that we might not even do away with poverty and want, as 
well as with that most fruitful source of ]?oth — war.” 

An Anglo-Saxondom, with a continuous link holding it together, 
would allow whatever good might arise at any part to run freely 
and naturally through the whole mass — barriers being removed, mor«» 
would be accomplished for the common benefit ? 
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“ Already, daily and honrly, counsel goes on between all paris of 
the wprld, bringing the wisdom of the whole to each given point. 
Gommtinities, separated by seas and continents, are able to discnga 
with each other on the minute hbw they can help etiKh other, what 
action is for the highest interests of both. The path is clear, and, to 
my thinking, they are the best friends, the benefactors of humanity,, 
who recognise frankly the line which things are taking, and adapt 
themselves to it We ought to use the circumstances arofind ns, not 
against each other, causing confusion, but so unite them for a common 
object, that their full possibilities for good may be drawn forth. 
Surely it is impossible that the federation we see existing in the incessant 
congress of the civilised world can ever be gone back upon. But we 
must provide — and it is our part as a people to lead in that — ^fuller, 
freer methods for utilising the onward tide of humanity, which natur- 
ally strives after higher ideals. We need in this world to have lifo 
permeated with all the helps and lights that are obtainable, not to 
shut these out as they severally become available. It is because I 
think I see in federation such a vista of brighter life for the masses 
that I am so persuaded an advocate of it, and so full of belief in its 
realisation.” 

“ Uow would you expect the rise of the Anglo-Saxon, through 
federation, to influence the world in respect to religion and language, 
which are so integral parts of all advancement ? ” 

“ With infinite benefit. It would mean the triumph of what, if it 
is carried out, is the highest moral system man in all his history has 
known — Christianity. And it would imply the dominance of probably 
the richest language that has ever existed — that belonging to us 
Anglo-Saxons. Given a universal code of morals and a universal 
tongue, and how far would the step be to that last great federa- 
tion, the brotherhood of man, which Tennyson and Bums have sung 
to us. It is not for ns to dip into the future farther than we can 
reasonably see, but so far we are not only entitled, but bound, to go. 
Many a time I have been called a dreamer of dreams, and often it 
has been told me, that I forgot the present, and wanted to legislate 
for the unborn millions. Now, when I am waiting .my time to go, 
just doing what I can that may be useful to my fellow-men, I can 
say that many of those dreams have been realised, that many of those 
millions have been born. On one of my visits to Carlyle at Chelsea, 
we walked up and down for an hour in the open air, as we often did, 
talking, I remember, on some religious matter. Suddenly he stopped, 
laid his hand on my shoulder, and, looking into my face, said, ‘ Oh, 
that I could believe like you.’ Well, I believe.” 


J.\MES Mjlne. 
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June. 1 , 1894 . 

T he assembling of a party together from various places is always 
a troublesome process, however completely preliminary arrange- 
ments have been made. Mr. E. A. FitzGerald was to come from 
Florence. His guides, J. B. Aymonod (M N 0 we call him) and 
Louis Cassel (one of Whymper’s companions in the Andes), were due 
from Valtournanche. Zurbriggen, my old Himalayan companion, 
was to arrive from Macugnaga ; and I was come from England with 
the two Gurkhas, Amar Sing Thapa and Karbir, who likewise had been 
with me in the Himalayas, and who were again allowed to accompany 
me by the kind permission of their commanding officer, Colonel 
Gaselee of the Fifth Gurkha Eifles. 

The date fixed for our rendezvous at Turin was the 1 st of June, 
and by 8 A.M. we were all together in my room, surrounded by a chaos 
of unpacked baggage, consisting largely (as usual) of unnecessary 
things. The number of our party was raised to eight by the addi- 
tion of FitzGerald’s excellent polyglot servant, a blend of every 
European nationality. 

Our appearance in the streets of Turin was always an occasion for 
the assemblage of a crowd, so that we had no encouragement to delay. 
By two o’clock we were already in the Ouneo train, whore, with the 
usual lack of foresight of travellers, however experienced, we found 
that we had carefully reserved ourselves the two window-seats on the 
sunny side. The afternoon was hot, and we were fairly roasted. 
Smoke came in at the windows and so blackened us that there was 
presently little to choose between us and the Gurkhas in the matter 
of colour. We passed through the fertile Piedmontese plain, by 
fields bright with poppies, and with blue bills all around, fading up 
into the soft clouds that follow rainy weather. Here and there 
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through a valley opening we had glimpses of snowy peaks, which we 
could not identify. Patches of snow lingered low on their flanks, but 
for the most part the snow line had already mounted to within IQOj) 
feet of its summer level. 

The hours dragged themselves slowly along, each marked by the 
passing of some town, with a great old brick fortress in its midst^ 
round towers at the angles, and the walls pierced at regular intervals 
with holes for scaflbld-poles. The castle of Turin, which every one 
knows, is typical of mediieval Piedmontese fortresses. At Ouneo we 
waited for an hour. Energetic persons would have utilised the time 
to see such sights as the place may afford ; we more wisely dined, and 
then smoked our cigarettes on the rampart, looking towards the foot- 
hills of the Ligurian Alps. 

In due season we started on again by another train for Limone. It 
was timed to accomplish the intervening twenty miles in two hours, 
and it is only fair to say that this official estimate of its speed was 
justified by the result. It was a friendly sort of a train ; dogs ran 
beside it for a mile or so ; people shouted from its windows to their 
friends in the fields ; the guard was obliging enough to go off at one 
station into the neighbouring village to buy us a couple of so-called 
Virginia cigars, which were always amusing to light though less 
satisfactory to smoko. The train wound up a charming valley, and 
crept through a series of tunnels of which some are corkscrew in 
form, after the St. Gothard manner. The slopes on both sides were 
richly wooded, and sometimes dyed scarlet with dead birches. The 
stream of clear water babbled below in graceful curves and the old 
road wound beside it. At last we reached Limone, where we halted 
for the night at a simple inn. The railway is in active construction 
above Limone, and is destined to bo carried through a long tunnel 
and down to the Mediterranean at Ventimiglia. 

Jum 2 , 

Our ideal was to start at 5 o’clock this morning. In fact we 
started at 7.30, and then only with a struggle, for the luggage had 
to be divided into two portions— one to go on our backs and those of 
our men, the other to go round with the polyglot James and meet 
us at Casteldelfino. One is liable to carry what will not be needed, 
and to send away the most necessary things. After going a quarter 
of a mile we recollected that the camera and field-glasses had been 
left behind, and simultaneously the breathless James was observed 
hurrying after us for needful keys we were carrying off. The road 
before us was broad and excellent. We marched briskly up it, cut- 
ting off the zigzags so boldly that we ultimately lost the road 
«.ltogother, and found ourselves contentedly advancing up a wrong 
Valley. Sentries turned us back, and we then discovered that the 
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whole country-side is covered with fortified places, from the very 
sight of which civilian eyes are debarred. Without permissions frona 
high authorities it is impossible to go anywhere in this part of the* 
Maritime Alps. We ultimately reached the proper road once more^ 
and hastened along it to catch up with our companions. It was a 
gay kind of a morning, and every one we met seemed to be gay. There- 
were carters driving their teams with loads of bricks for railway 
bridges, and cracking their whips as they went. A man came running 
down the hill with a hand-cart, so balanced by a friend seated on its* 
back edge that the weight of him in the shafts was almost counter- 
poised. The vehicle ran itself down the hill, and the carter’s feet 
only touched the ground every ten yards or so. It must have been 
as good as a glissade. 

Thus, in what should have been an hours walk, but really took 
nearly two, we reached the mouth of the tunnel, which goes under- 
the Colle di Tenda, and is some two kilometres long. We sat down- 
to cool before entering its cold sliadows, where water drips from tho 
vault in a continual shower. When we started in, all with one con- 
sent began to shout and sing, and the same effect was produced upon 
others that followed. The hollow place rang with 

“ Oh, Jcjin Jhipt’ste, 

Why have you pjreapcd 

JMy little dog's nose witli tar 1 ” » 

and the like classic ditties ; and the Gurkhas, not to be outdone, raked 
up reminiscences of Ta-ra-ra-boom-de-ay, which they bad picked up- 
from Roudebush in Kashmir. The instinct of man to cry aloud from 
out of his darkness, physical or moral, may perhaps point to an origin* 
of church music ; and the stone vaults of Gothic churches may have 
had something to do with its development. 

The tunnel was sixty-two lamps long, and we ultimately passed the- 
lot and made our exit through the iron doors at the end. Some 
workmen, blasting an apparently aimless hole and chucking the stuff 
down into the stream, were the first beings we saw in the daylight. 
They directed us to the neighbouring Albergo del Traforo, where we 
hoped to find the man who was to get for us permission to climb in 
the neighbouring hills. He was not in, so Zurbriggen went up the 
road to the first military'post to inquire for him, and, by the help of 
the telephone, succeeded in bringing him down. We presented letters* 
from our friends of the Italian Alpine Club in Turin, and these, with 
some help from St. Maurice (what he had to do with it I could not 
make out, but he was ;n it somehow), apparently put a better com- 
plexion on our prospects. Having nothing more to do for the time, 
we ordered a meal, though ^e were not a bit hungry, and afterwards 
resigned ourselves to being bored. 
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This occupation was interrupted by the coming of the mau under 
the patronage of St. Maurice who was to work the oracle for mi He, 
Zurbriggen, and 1 started off to walk up the hill and interview thg 
military authorities about our permesso. We were armed with letters 
from the presidents of various Alpine clubs, with viscid passports and 
other documents. In addition, a letter had been written on our 
behalf from the President of the Eoyal Geographical Society to the 
Italian Embassy in London, and this had been communicated to the 
War Office in Rome. We had every reason to expect a favourable 
result. We climbed about 500 feet to a house occupied by soldiers, 
where we had to stop whilst a telephonic communication was held 
with the upper regions. I only heard the near end of the conversa- 
tion : “ An English gentleman with his guide.” “ Wants to see the 
colonel.’^ lias letters for the colonel.” “ One English gentlemen.’^ 
‘‘ English.” “ llis guide, his domestic.” “ On foot” — and so forth. 
Ultimately we were told the colonel was out ; we must wait. We 
waited an hour. The captain then rang us up. We might come on, 
provided that the man under the patronage of St. Maurice came with 
us. We climbed 1000 feet or more, and entered cloudland. We 
were close to the fort on the col. A ghostly captain emerged from 
the mist. The colonel had sent him to see our letters, and to assure 
us that we were undoubtedly most respectable persons, but that, &c. 
Our letters were read, and the captain went off with them to the 
colonel, whilst we sat down for half an hour and threw stones at our 
ice-axes. The clouds rolled and played about us, and opened occa- 
sional glimpses towards but never to the southern sea. The captain 
returned to tell us that they would not give us permission to go any- 
where in the neighbourhood, except back through the tunnel or down 
to Tenda. We might go to Monte Olapier, or elsewhere in that 
direction, but this fortified circle of the hills was closed to all the 
world. lie continued to assure us of his distinguished consideration, 
and then down we went, followed by three soldiers to watch us off 
the premises. 

I see I have forgotten to say what we came to the Colle di Tenda 
for. This pass is chosen as a convenient eastern limit to the Mari- 
time Alps. East of it the Apennines are by some considered to 
commence. As a matter of fact they do not ; the two ranges overlap 
one another for a certain distance — the one sinking eastwards, the 
other, parallel to and south of it, sinking westwards. But for prac- 
tical purposes the Alps may be counted as starting from the Tenda 
Pass, and the first peak of the range is the Rocca dell’ Abisso. It 
is a trifling hump, but it is number one, and so we wanted to climb 
it. Unfortunately it commands a view of all the forts. A mule-path 
has been made up to it, and a sentry sits on the top. Monte Clapier, 
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which comes next to it, is the first real peak, and to this we had now 
to turn our attention. 


June 3 . 

To start at 4 a . m . for a mountain is one thing — to start at that 
hour for a tunnel is quite another. There is nothing to awake one 
in a monotonous tramp in the dark. FitzGerald carries no knapsack, 
but fills his large pockets with things. It takes him some time to 
get up a momentum, but when that is accomplished all he has to do 
is to follow his pockets. Hungry, for we had not breakfasted ; 
sleepy, for our night had been short ; and footsore, we reached the 
station at Limone, entered the train, and went to sleep. A moment 
later and we awakened at Borgo S. Dalmazzo. We found our way to 
an inn through a gathering crowd. The J'anucs marked us 
down as suspicious characters, and three of them marched in and 
accosted the guides. Satisfied for the morbent, they retreated, but 
soon returned and took Louis Cassel into custody for having no pass- 
port. He was ultimately released, and we were enabled to finish our 
breakfast in the dirtiest sort of a cafi. In the corner of the room 
was a life-size marble statue of a mostly nude man, wearing the sort 
of crown with many points that instantly suggests the Old Testament, 
and gesturing in a vague manner, with a lob of fingers broken oS* at 
different joints. He was standing on a pile of apparently decapi- 
tated heads of children. 

Zurbriggen and I sallied forth into the town, and found our way 
to a church where a confirmation was going on. ‘‘ It must be at 
least six years,” said he, “ since a confirmation was held here ; you 
can see that by the age of the children.” White-hooded girls filled 
the north side of the nave; round-headed, specially cropped boys 
filled, and over-filled, the other. There were at least three bojs to 
two girls. “That is as it happens,” said Zurbriggen, “in our valley 
last year there were twenty-two boys born and eleven girls ; some- 
times there are as few as three girls.” The church was dressed in 
red, and with its silver altar and the mitred personage before it, with 
his broidered cloak lined with green and held back to show the lining 
by two red-robed assistants, made an impressive picture. The bishop 
began his address : “ It is unfortunately six years since a confirmation 
was held in this place — one to Zurbriggen. 

The diligence was at last ready to start, and off it rolled, groaning 
with all of us and two more men. I sat on the backless front seat, 
and slept the two and a half hours of the way. At Entracque I 
awoke. Had the valley been specially beautiful or interesting I 
should not have slept. No one sleeps through an eloquent sermon. 
The fame of us had unfortunately spread to this remote inn. It pro- 
cured for us good treatment, good provisions, and an exorbitant bill. 
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When the cool of the afternoon came we started on foot, intending 
to sleep at the Monighet Chalets; but before we had gone 100 yards 
the way was blocked before us by soldiers, who had followed us up 
from St. Dalmazzo. We showed our papers, and they were satisfied 
at last, and then gave us information that was useful. On all these 
occasions we were most politely received by our interlocutors ; but 
let it be understood that they rise from the ground on all sides, and 
that no climber can hope to reach ground which they are not willing 
he should reach. 

At last we got ofi*, and made our way up a stony mule-path for 
three hours, following a wild valley and its branch to a wilder cirque 
amongst the hills, where we pitched our little tent by a lake, and 
found a place of shelter under a rock for our followers. A grassy 
talus sloped up from the calm black lake to rocky walls seamed with 
couloirSj down which fell waterfalls from under beds of snow. The 
end of the lake rested against a wall of rock, over which an ice-fall 
once descended. Above that peeped crests and summits deeply 
snow-covered, and tipped with rose by the setting sun. As the pink 
passed up to the cirrus above, the Gurkhas pitched the tent among 
newly opened flowers — yellow pansies, white violets, cowslips, and the 
forget-me-not — through which are transmigrating, perhaps, the souls 
of those in all ages who have loved mountains. The night came quickly 
on. Warm airs enveloped us, and a gentle drift of high mist from 
the south roofed in the sky. 


J%inr. 4 . 

At 4.15 A.M. we started to climb the Argentiera, The light of 
dawn was in the north as we passed round the lake and zigzagged up 
the cliff beyond it. The •surface was blacker than ever, the waterfall 
that leaps toward it, as from the rock’s heart, looked grand in the 
vague morning shadows. All the paths in this country are horrible 
to follow, for they are made of loose stones that never bind, and 
they form the track of streamlets from the snow. In an hour and a 
half we were at the top of the cliff and the far-off Piedmontese plain 
was before us, enframed by hills of striking form, all deeply eiivelop|d 
in snow. As we approached our breakfast-place we saw close at hand, 
and little disturbed by our presence, a herd of chamois. They are 
seldom shot in this district, for it is a royal preserve. They feed 
here like so many sheep,” said Zurbriggen. Truth to tell, the sight 
of them failed to stir me, but it put the guides into a state of 
wildest enthusiasm. We had to descend three hundred feet to the 
nnoccupied alp, near some ponds, and then crossing the flat, an ascent 
up steep. grass slopes led us towards our col. It was a dull side 
valley that reached up before us, with a wall of rocks on our left and 
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rock slopes on our right. The only fine sight was the range of hills 
behind us, all white with belated snow. It soon became clear that 
ti^e Argentiera in its present condition could not be climbed. 
Avalanches were pouring off it on all sides, and its rock walls were 
heavy with snow ready to fall. We were not sorry, being as yet 
but of condition a hard day’s work presented little attraction. 
Accordingly we halted often. We sat on the grass amongst green 
lichen-covered rocks, with the rock-walls about us, the avalanches 
booming, and a fresh air stroking our hot faces, a deep blue sky over- 
head, in which the heavenly powers were spinning cirrus webs. Falling 
waters sang to us their eternal mountain song, how that all winter 
long the frost had bound them in his prison, but now the sun had 
come and set them free — they were off to the sweet fields and the 
bright villages, off to Venice and the sea. 

From the alp to the col should take about two hours’ steady 
walking ; how many hours we took will not be revealed. Tho snow 
was knee-deep for the last half mile, and avalanches fell across the 
track. I toiled after Zurbriggen. I can keep easily ahead of you 
uphill,” he said, “ but not downhill.” ‘‘ That is because you are 
heavy,” I replied. Well, if I’m heavy I’m not fat ; but then, fat 
does not weigh much cither, for you see fat is drink, but flesh is good 
meat, and that weighs well.” 

We sat by the shepherd’s hut on the col for some time and watched 
the avalanches falling down the coidoir and Mru fan which We ought to 
have ascended. Its foot is close to the col. Our descent led again 
over avalanche tracks, but no falling snow came near us. We had 
one or two rotten and almost perilously steep slopes to negotiate, 
and then we could glissade. In an hour we were at the Gias 
Laedrot, and the other face of the Argentiera was before us, with its 
steep couloir and the remarkable peaks at it» head. One of these has 
a vertical face, and is formed of light-coloured limestone, splashed 
with a stripe of red, just like Gusherbrum. Fitzfierald photographed 
it and I took him. Presently we were off again, following a good 
mule-path which led us to a corner where we saw plumb down into 
the luxuriant Valdieri and looked on to the roof of the large hotel 
o%the Baths, planted at the foot of steep woods leading up to fine 
mountain sides where shadowed grassy deeps and gullies were 
mingled with sunlit knees and elbows of rock. We zigzagged down 
toward it, and a chamois darted away from our very feet and ran 
down as though making for the high road. The hotel was not yet 
•opened, and no accommodation was to be had, but there is a small 
detachment of soldiers beside it and little Pinte for theffl which 
supplied us with wine, cofiee, a table, and chairs. *I hoped we might 
replenish our failing stock of tobacco here, and inquired of the man if 
te had any cigars ? “ I’m sorry, sir,” he answered, but io mastico, 
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and BO don^t require them.” We sat outside the dirty little place, 
took our meal, and did our writing. Thus the day closed, with a 
slight gathering of clouds overhead and low down on the hill-sides. 

No ; it did not so close. The gens iVarmes had been watching us, and 
after dinner they closed. They demanded “ papers,” and we gave 
them a lot, but they found them poor stuff. My passport they 
regarded as made for Monsieur Kimberley ; besides, as it was vis4d for 
France, it was useless for Italy. We finally produced a copy of the 
Piedmontese Gazette^ giving, under the heading of ‘‘ Sport,” an account 
of onr doings. This satisfied them. “ That,” they said, is really ja 
good paper, and worth all the rest of your letters and papers put 
together. Keep it carefully, and always show it to gens d'armes. It 
wUl be worth your while.” 

After this excitement we went for a short walk, and only then 
discovered the marvellous picturesque charms of the place — the walks 
in the woods, the view from the bridge, the hot spring in the hillside. 
Lovers of natural beauty should take note of the Bagni di Valdieri. 
The clouds thickened overhead, but M N 0 bade us have no care. 
** I have rheumatism in one leg, but it is at rest now. The weather 
will be fine.” He was a true prophet. We retired to our tent 
before dark, but the coffee we had drunk, and a perambulating 
watchman with a lantern, kept sleep away. 

^ . f/ane 5. 

To-day we were to have crossed by a col to Vinadio, where we 
should certainly have been arrested, but fortune willed otherwise. 
It was eight o’clock before we lazily started. When one starts early 
one always hurries to gain all possible benefit from the shade, but a 
late start renders such haste unnecessary, so we dawdled from the 
very beginning. The road up the valley was alive with soldiers 
carrying straw-stuffed mattresses. They went for all the world like 
Bulti coolies, sitting down every time the corporal’s back was turned. 
I said to him, “ You have a job on hand this morning with these lazy 
men.” Oh, no!” be replied, ‘‘/a dimrtmiento'* In an hour 
and a quarter we reached the second King’s hunting path, zigzagging 
up the hill to the south, and we turned up it. The flowers ©vipy- 
where were delightful, and of such numerous varieties, all fresh and 
young, not a faded blossom amongst them. A few feet up the 
zigzags and we overlooked the beautiful old lake basin, flat and 
green, in which the King’s hunting-box is built — a square of 
buildings like an oriental serai, A waterfall brightened the end of 
the lawn, and a fine cirque of peaks surrounded this charming retreat. 
Thenceforward we plodded upwards, till we came to where the path 
divides, no such division being shown on the map. Since the Fall, 
everybody goes wrong on these occasions; we went to the left 
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instead of to the right. ^^We accordingly reached, after toiling up a 
yariety of snow-slopes, of which one was rotten and avalanchy, a 
corniced col, which the barometer showed to be the right height, and 
where we contentedly sat down. The compass indicated north un- 
expectedly far to the right, and the lake we looked for was not in 
view. Still, the map is in many places so inaccurate that this did 
not unsettle us. 

On calling for the provisions we found that the men had devoured 
all the meat at breakfast, and that the day was to be a bread-and- 
butter one. FitzGerald and I secretly purloined the end of a sahni 
in revenge. It was easily secreted, but the straits to which we were 
put to eat it secretly made its possession a doubtful blessing. The 
view from our perch was rather fine, as all such views must be, ]^t 
none of the great peaks were in sight. Viso and Argentiera were 
hidden, but away to the west we looked over a series of white ranges 
apparently following one another like ocean waves washing south- 
wards, with winter snow a foam drifting down their backs. 

The descent led us down 1000 feet of steep snow wall. We started 
an avalanche before we had gone far, but its only effect was to clear 
the way before us to the level floor of the cirque at the head of the 
valley below us. We bent round leftward, and the mouth of the 
valley opened before us. In a moment we recognised the hills 
beyond. They were the same we had seen in the morning ! We 
were going fast towards the Valdieri once more, and the side valley 
we were in was the Val di Valrossa.* In fact, we had gone up one 
side valley, crossed an intermediate rib, and were descending another 
side valley. It was too late to retrace our steps, and we had nothing 
to do but return to the Baths, and spend a second night there. At 
first I was minded to be annoyed, but a moment’s reflection convinced 
me that we had had a delightful day, and that in fact one expedition 
was really as good as another. There was no chance now of being 
arrested, and that was really a loss. 

Coming to a grassy flat, we lay in the sun, and were in a mood to 
praise everything. The air was delightful : flowers saluted us from 
every chink of rock ; the tempered sun shone abroad over everything, 
an^^ everywhere water was spurting and hurrying — crystal clear — 
over the grass and the rocks, and raising the streams to unusual 
flood. When we reached the valley we found the river broad and 
full, of a deep indigo colopr in the low falling afternoon light. 
Where the water bent at the top of a large waterfall the sun struck 
through the body of it, and lit it up, from within, a shimmering 

* Oar actual expedition was this. Wo Lad started correctly up "the Eing^s path; 
then we diverged to the left into the Val Miana, instead of bending round to the col we 
intended to cross. The col we crossed was at the head of the Miana. We might 
still have crossed from the head of the Val di Valrossa to the Lago Soprano della Sella 
by an easy^pass if we had found out our mistake in time. 
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green light such as every one remembers who has deen Niagara. As the 
evening came on the Baths were reached, and our tent set up in its old 
position. The wind now rose to a gale, and howled all night long 
amongst the trees ; but oar tent was well pitched, and we slept a per* 
feet sleep till dawn next day. 

June 6 . 

One of the rales of our journey was never to make two attempts 
at any expedition. Accordingly we had to start this morning round ^ 
by the valley to our next climb. By all accounts we should be 
allowed to do nothing at Vinadio, and the route from Vinadio to 
Frazzo did not appear to be interesting. Accordingly we determined 
to make direct for Prazzo by the quickest valley route, and thence 
cr^s the Pelvo d'Elva to Casteldelfino. 

1/Ve started down the valley at six o^clock on a lovely morning. A 
mile ahead its bed was filled with a boiling white mist silvered by the 
sunshine. The river, still crystal clear and over full, kept us company 
as we advanced down one of the loveliest dales it has ever*' been my 
delight to follow. Great fallen rocks diversified the wayside; the 
hills were broken by rock and grass slopes into light and shadow ; 
all things growing looked so young and fresh ; the turns of the way 
yielded new pictures from moment to moment. Then we plunged 
beneath the mist. It was opaque here, transparent there ; it curled 
and twisted about us, now revealing in magic frames the most 
delightful glimpses of crags and peaks. Thus it is that Nature 
sometimes comes to the help of man. In almost every viepr there is 
some part which, if isolated, possesses those elements of balance and 
composition in line, or in light and shade, which make it an artistic 
unity. The^ trained eye finds these out for itself, and bounds them 
by its field of attention. But sometimes Nature is amiable and 
supplies the frame, when even the dullest detects the charm. 

An hour’s walk or so along the road we reached a little copse for 
all the world such as one sees in DCirer’s engravings as background 
to the “Holy Family.” We could not but halt awhile under its 
shadow and let the clock go round as it pleased. Presently we came 
to the opening of a side valley at S. Anna, where on the one side, a 
gorgeous waterfall came down between picturesque houses, and on 
the other the King’s hunting-box stood amongst trees on a grassy 
flat. The valley opened somewhat, and became more luxuriant. Soft 
clouds gathered overhead, and cast upon the hills a splendid purple 
mantle. Where the Entracque valley joined there was an open area, 
endowed with a charm of spaciousness and wealth which only the 
lower Italian valleys possess. We plodded for a mile or so over a 
dusty flat, and re-entered Valdieri, where we lunched and hired a 
carriage to take us and the packs to S. Dalmazzo, whither the guides 
preceded us on foot. 
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After 'lunch the inevitable gendarme appeared, clad in all the 
glory of a cocked hat, and armed to the teeth with a revolver, sword, 
wd what-not. He had, as all .of them have, excellent mannersi He 
knew our names and all about us, where we had been, what we had 
done, and only desired to be satisfied as to our identity. That 
accomplished, he sat and talked with us ; told us how French troops 
were massed this year on the frontier, and how that accounted for 
their own unusual activity. . They had already, he said, caught fiver 
French officers this spring sketching their forts.. They were naturally, 
therefore, on the qid vim. Then he launched out in praise of the 
Baths of Valdieri. They were re-opened by Carlo Alberto, but the 
Romans had first found them, when they were on the way to conquer 
France and the world. Those were great days. The Eomans bathed 
wherever they found baths; that was wliy they were so great. 
Water makes men strong. Thus far the big bath-house had not 
payed welj. The company that built it failed. Now a hotel-keeper 
from S. Remo had taken it. He was a brave man, and would do 
well. We were going to Monte Viso, he heard ; Monte Viso was a 
fine mountain, far finer than the hills about there. He himself had 
climbed some hills. There was an Englishman last year at Valdieri, 
who climbed hills and took photographs, lie enjoyed himself greatly. 
Assuredly he would return, and so probably would we. With that 
he shook hands with us, refused our cigars and wine (he drank 
nothing, and only smoked cigarettes), and was gone. FitzGerald 
then lifted his pocket off the second chair he had placed beside hius 
to support it, we climbed into our crazy vehicle, and drove away. 

The tram took us from S. Dalmazzo to Cuneo, and a steam tram 
thence to Dronero, an exceptionally picturesque place yvith an old 
machicolated bridge of two high wide arches, spanning a gorge cut 
into the valley floor. The river curls round, and the houses are 
brighter round the edge of the bending gorge, with a cirque of hills 
behind them. In the market-place a (jendarrne accosted Zurbriggen. 

You are one of Signor Conway's party ; we know all about you, where 
you have been and where you are going — there is nothing that we 
don’t know.’’ We took our places in a tumble-down diligence which 
started from the “ Inn of the Iron Arm of Giacoma Rittatore.” An 
hour’s drive brought us to S, Damiano, as the evening lights were 
gathering, and heavy rain was beginning to fall. 


June 7 .' 

At last, after good food freshly and well cooked, we had a long night 
in bed. We were early roused by a noise in the open space withont. 
It was the monthly market-day. The stalls were setting up, goods 
anpackiug, and a multitude of country folk gathering. Cows, goats, 
and sheelp were in abundance, and presently sales went briskly for- 
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ward^ with all the gay chatter, the meeting of friends, the greetings 
and hagglings suitable to such occasions. Companies of soldiers 
marched from time '^to time through the crowd ; baggage trains, 
mules, men on horseback and with led horses followed. It was an 
animated scene. 

By eight o’clock our men marched away leaving us to follow them 
with the baggage at a later hour. The morning was devoted to 
writing and the pleasure of idleness. We wandered amongst the' 
market-folk and noticed the strongly modelled and solemn faces of the 
men. Two met one another just in front of me, old men, like as 
brothers ; they gazed steadfastly at one another and remained thus, 
^^^Q^scious that the fitful wind had carried both their hats 
aloft together, and that all the crowd were laughing. 

Before leaving the inn we inspected its great old sala, hung with 
huge seventeenth-century pictures, and sparsely furnished with what 
once were fine chairs and settees. In their tattered and forlorn con- 
dition they looked like stiflT-backed aristocrats fallen upon evil daySj 
but clinging desperately to the remembrance of their former glory. 

The valley above S. Damiano is beautiful with a rare loveliness. 
Dibris from the hill-sides once filled the floor across and made a wide 
flat area. • Through the deep bed of conglomerate thus formed the 
river has again cut a gorge, within which it gracefully winds. In 
long green or wooded slopes the mountains spread down on either 
side to the fertile valley floor, villages are planted on the eidgo of the 
lower ra7ine, the sides of which are precipitous with birch trees grow- 
ing on their ledges, now and then a waterfall leaping down over them. 
The floor of the ravine again is flat, with grass lawns of wonderful 
verdure, contained by the loops of the clear and hurrying waters. As 
we drove along, gazing at the series of beautiful pictures thus revealed 
to us, we turned a corner, and a long tendril of wild rose in full 
blossom reached out from the rocks on our right and arched the 
picture in. So entranced were we that an ice-axe, my companion for 
eighteen summers, leapt out of the carriage, and I did not miss it 
till we reached the trysting place, where our men awaited us. 
Aymonod went back ti. mile or so to look for it. He met some 
peasants and asked them if they had seen such a thing in the way. 
Yes,'' they answered ; lying in the middle of the road.” “ Why 
did you not pick it up, then ? Oh ! why should we ? It was not 
ours.” And the next men we met said the same. ‘‘We saw it and 
left it ; it was not ours.” It lay where it fell till Aymonod found 
and brought it safely back. 

We walked slowly up zigzags through the village of Stroppo and 
around the cirque 'of grass slopes above it all the gay afternoon. No 
meadows could be sweeter than the meadows of Stroppo in early 
June, carpeted with flowers, here in masses of white, higher up 
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dashed all across with gentian blue. We passed an old church, then 
another. Four of them stand in a row along a steep mountain arm. 
Ifhe views developed on all sides down into the entrancing valley, and 
then away eastwards over the Piedmontese plain, sparkling with dots 
of light where the sun shone on white house walls, strewn here and 
there with purple cloud-shadows, and bounded far away by blue 
Apennines over which a long wave of delicate cloud poured from the 
south, to melt into violet mist upon the plain. 

In about two hours we rounded a col in the far side of the Stroppe 
basin and the similar and equally beautiful cirque of Elma opened 
before us, with the mass of the Pelvo beyond, and the col we were to 
cross on our right. A bare precipitous buttress of rock plunged down 
at our feet to invisible depths, an admirable contrast to the rounded 
green slopes and woods beyond. The Pelvo was clad in purple 
shadows and mysterious draperies of cloud and rain, through which 
the sun drove radiant shafts of light. 

Thenceforward our way led us sometimes across green slopes rich 
in flowers, sometimes through woods of larch or birch, where the 
ground was as green and soft beneath the trees as on the open hilL 
The simple inn at Elma received us at ap early hour, and the 
excellent host worked hard to make us comfortable. The coffee that 
he produced seemed worth a journey from London. 


June 8 . 

At four o’clock I started with Zurbriggen and the Gurkhas. Fitz- 
Gerald followed with his guides at six. Our path circled and zig- 
zagged round the fair hillside. In the south the Maritime Alps wero 
widely spread within the purple loveliness of early morning, a high 
mist ranging like a roof far above them. The Gurkhas were 
constant in their praise of the quantity and excellence of the grass. 
** It is not thus in our country. There the valleys are flat and green 
below between walls of barren mountains, but here the grass climbs 
all the hills.” In two hours we passed a body of soldiers drillings 
and so came to our col where we halted for breakfast and looked 
across to Monte Viso rising near at hand to the north. It is a poor- 
looking mountain from this side, not grand in form nor imposing in 
mass. Its toothed crest was combing some soft clouds that drifted over 
it. Presently there was a change and a puff of cloud seemed to come 
smoking off the peak. “ That,” I said to Karbir, “ must be the smoke 
of your fairies’ kitchen.” He remembered the fancies of the men 
who live near the Eoof of the World and was grave. 

A suspicious lieutenant soon came to interview us and would have 
it that we were French; at length we allayed his suspicions. A 
long, undulating ridge led from our pass (the Golle della Birocca) to 
the foot of the Pelvo d’Elma. Peak, ridge, and pass stood to one 
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another as do the Dent Blanche, the Wandflnh, and the Col d’H^rens, 
and the ascent of the peak is made by routes similar to those up the 
Dent Blanche. The analogy is a close one even to details. Vfe 
walked leisurely in an hour to the foot of the peak, where we saw 
some grey hares among the debris. Bearing to the left, we scramblecf 
into the first couloirs of the ardte and proceeded to climb it. It was 
easy at first, but presently steepened till we reached a point which for 
some time mocked our efibrts. The rock was smooth, hard, and 
ledgeless. Above us it curled over our heads. Zurbriggen climbed 
as far as he could to the left, then getting his back to the rock 
he curled round, for a moment facing and overhanging me, and so 
threw himself to the other side of the gully where he caught for an 
instant on the surface of all his person. One struggle, as of a man 
swimming, carried him up just far enough to enable him to catch on 
to a ledge by which he hauled himself up to a firm position. This 
was as difficult a bit of scrambling as 1 have seen accomplished. We 
now worked to the right, to the arete^ by which we completed the 
ascent in two hours from the foot of the peak. FitzGerald, who 
followed us at an interval of an hour and a half, ascended by the 
arSte all the way. The ordinary and lazy route from the foot of the 
peak is to traverse the whole width of the face of the mountain to 
the left and thus to reach the high S.W. shoulder whence an easy 
ridge leads to the top. That was the way we came down. 

The view that spread around us, as we sat by the stone man on 
the top, was superb. It is well known to be one of the iinest views 
in the Southern Alps. The Piedmontese plain spread abroad at bur 
feet, incredibly soft and faintly varied in tone. The wave of cloud 
still poured over the passes of the Apennines to melt into haze 
beyond them. Silver ribbons of river wound through the violet flat. 
A few strips of cumulus cloud voyaged lazily in the sky. Near at 
hand were the rich and verdant valleys and the hills, green on the 
south, bare on their northern slopes. From the Argentiera peaks to • 
the Viso the higher mountains encircled with a bold outline the richly 
coloured valley area at our feet. We remained for an hour drinking 
in the beauty of the scene. 

The descent would, as a rule, be easy enough, but the mass of 
winter snow remaining caused difficulties of its own. One very 
steep and treacherous slope of snow had to be descended straight 
down. It was not long, but it seemed perilous enough, and I was 
glad to be off it. In an hour from the top we were lying ^ain by 
our baggage on a bed of gentians. There FitzGerald joined us in 
due course, and all started on together. Casteldelfino was visible 
far, fa| below. We did not trouble about the widely zigzagging 
path, bat struck an almost straight line down the* hill. We came 
to grass slopes so smooth and steep that all we had to do was to set 
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our feet firmly together and shoot down. Karbir raced his little 
round urhich rolled like a wheel on its own account. A path 
presently caught us, and led to a grass arite dotted with trees and 
shrubs and a very garden for flowers — rich especially in an orcAw, 
which was in full blossom amongst large white Christmas roses. 
Nothing is lovelier, and few things rarer, than a steep wooded grass 
ar6k. Down it we went — first one side, then the other, then along 
its crest — with a twinkling change of views, this way and that, 
inexpressibly charming. Thus we struck the top of a groove, down 
which logs of wood are thrown for quicker passage to the valley. 
Its floor was covered with old pine needles ; trees arched it over ; 
its edges were embroidered with flowers. We shot ourselves down 
thb straight descent with exhilarating swiftness. It landed us, 
breathless and excited, within a few hundred feet of the river. A 
bridge led across to the village of Fosterle, whence we reached 
Casteldelfino in about an hour from the pass. With utter lack of 
foresight, 1 drank a litre of cold milk at once. Before long I was in 
a fever, and it was late the following day before I was well enough 
to quit my bed. Thus wo ' pay for follies, but they are sometimes 
worth the price. 


W. M. Conway. 
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A MIXTURE of a lie,” said Lord Bacon, ‘^doth ever add 
jLA. pleasure” — in other words, imagination, whether in poetry 
or prose, lends a charm to fact. That is his meaning, though he 
might have put it more pleasantly ; for fiction is not falsehood. On 
the contrary, it is the realities of life which too often are fundament- 
ally false ; and it is the office of fiction to put those falsehoods right. 
For, if it be tAe that art is an endeavour to conform the shows of 
things to the desires of the mind, then it is surely no less true that 
fiction is an endeavour to conform the realities of life to the desires of 
the mind. In this busy world of ours, it unfortunately does not 
always happen that the good man prospers and the bad man reaps his 
deserts. Virtue is not uniformly triumphant. The rightful heir 
does not always come to his own again ; and the truest of lovers are 
not absolutely sure of listening to the music of their own wedding- 
bells at the end of the stoiy. That all the wrongs of life work for 
justice, even though the operation of that divine law be hidden from 
us, is what no sane thinker can doubt ; but the fact remains that we 
do see the wrong and the suffering, and we do not always see the 
retribution or the reward. 

Now the world of fiction, whether it be the fiction of the novelist, 
or the fiction of the dramatist, is a world governed by the law of 
poetical justice ; and herein lies the secret of its eternal fascination. 
It satisfies our inborn sense of right ; it transports us into a purer 
atmosphere ; it vindicates the ways of God to Man. 

If we turn to the earliest examples of fiction, to stories written by 
ancient Egyptian scribes three or four thousand years ago, to the 
fantastic inventions of old Persian and Arab story-tellers, to the 
Novelle of the Italian Renaissance, to the cumbrous romances of 
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chivalry which were the delight of European Courts from the time of 
Francis I. downwards, we find them, to be constructed, One and all, 
^iipon the same lines. Vice never goes unpunished, virtue never goes 
unrewarded, constancy is never unrequited. Orlando may be slain ; 
but he has the ' supreme consolation of victory. Clorinda may fall 
mortally wounded ; but it is by the hands of her lover. Juliet may 
drain the poisoned flask ; but she rejoins Eomeo, and death cements 
their everlasting union. In that world of fiction, as in the world of 
fact, there is sorrow, and parting, and death ; but there is no ignoble 
failure. The good are wholly good, the great are wholly great. No 
petty motive, no passing shade of selfishness, no moment of unworthy 
hesitation, dims the pure mirror of their souls. In short, there never 
was a time, or a country, or a condition of society, in which the art 
of the story-teller did not go hand in hand with honour and valour 
and greatness of soul ; or in which the reverse would have been 
tolerated. And if, in our own day, and not very far removed from 
our own shores, there has of late sprung up a depraved school of so- 
called realistic fiction, even that school, while delighting to depict vice, 
does not, I imagine, depict it as a thing to be honoured and imitated. 
I am not myself acquainted with the productions of that school, and 
I cannot, therefore, speak on this unpleasant subject in accents of 
authority ; but the direct inculcation of vice by means of fiction is a 
phenomenon which the world, I believe, has never yet beheld. 

Fiction, in short, whether in its rudest beginnings or at its highest 
point of development, is a striving after ideal good. In other words, 
it is an endeavour to conform the realities of life to the desires of the 
mind. 

But you will perhaps tell me that I am placing the story-teller’s 
humble trade upon too lofty a pedestal ; that “ motley is his only 
wear ” ; that it is his function to amuse, and that when he insists, not 
only upon adorning a tale, but upon pointing a moral, he ceases to 
amuse, and becomes, instead of a good story-teller, a dull preacher. 
I am heartily of that opinion. The didactic novelist is, to my think- 
ing, the most intolerable of literary bores ; and if I might legislate 
for him and his brethren, I would deport them all to some undis- 
covered island, and condemn them to read their own stories to each 
other for the term of their natural lives. It is not for the didactic 
story-teller, with his tag of moral ostentatiously tacked on at the end 
of the last chapter, that I am pleading. It is for the fiction which 
makes for ideal good, for that Beauty which is Truth, and that Truth 
which is Beauty. I am, above all, anxious to show you that it is 
upon this simple creed that the Art of the Novelist has been based 
from a time which is probably coeval with the dawn of literature. , 

One of the most ancient examples of fiction in the world, one 
. which has survived the rise and fall of many an ancient and many a 
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modern empire, is an Egyptian romance entitled ** The Tale of the 
Two Brothers." We have the originaL manuscript in the British 
Museum. It is written on nineteen sheets of papyrus, in a 
hieratic hand, and it was penned some three thousand two hundred 
years ago by a Theban scribe named Ennana. This Ennana was 
Librarian of the Palace to King Merenptah, the supposed Pharaoh of 
the Exodus ; and he appears to have written the tale by order of the 
Treasurer, for the entertainment of the Crown Prince, Seti-Merenptah, 
who subsequently reigned as Seti II. This prince has signed his 
name in two places on the back of the manuscript, these being pro- 
bably the only autograph signatures of any Egyptian king which have 
come down to our time. This most venerable and precious document 
was purchased in Italy by Madame d’Orbiney, who sold it in 1857 to 
the authorities of the British Museum ; and it is now known as the 
d’Orbiney Papyrus. • 

The story begins exactly like an old-fashioned fairy tale : 

“ There were two brothers, children of one mother and one father. Anpu 
was the name of the big brother, and Betaii was the name of the little 
brother. Now Anpu he had a house and a wife, and his little brother lived 
with him as his serving-man. It was Betaii who drove the cattle to the 
fields, and tilled the gioiind. It was he wdio threshed the corn and did the 
field work. It was he who drove the cattle to the pasture-land and tilled 
the ground, for this little brother was a good labourer, and he had not his 
equal in all the country. He followed his cattle every day, and he came 
back to the house every evening loaded with the produce of the fields. And 
he brought the produce, and placed it before his big brother in the place 
where he sat with his wife. And he ate, and dnmk, and he slept in the stable 
with his good beasts. And when the day dawned, and he had baked the 
bread, and placed the loaves before his big brother, he would take some 
bread with him to the fields, and drive his cattle to the meadow. And as 
he went behind them, they would say to each other : ‘ There is good grass 
in such a place.* And he, understanding what they said, would take them 
to the pasturage which they coveted. Hence, the cattle which were his 
charge became big and sleek, and mudtiplied greatly after their kind.** 

This is a simple, unvarnished picture of life in Egypt three thousand 
years ago. The parents of these two brothers were dead, and Anpu 
stood to Betau in the position of both father and master. Betau lived 
a hard life. He did not even sit at his brother s board. He ate and 
drank and slept in the stable with his beasts ; and he not only sowed ^ 
and reaped and threshed his corn, but he made and baked the bread. 
He was, in fact, little better than a slave. This shows a purely 
patriarchal condition of society, and it is historically valuable inasmuch 
SiS it gives us a glimpse of the home-life of the fellah in the time of 
the Phmraohs. That the cattle should talk, and that Betau should 
understand their speech, is quite natural in a story of this class, for 
Aupu’s farm is in the pleasant land of folk-lore; and in the land of 
folk-lore, as we all know full well, the beasts of the field and the 
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birds of the air are gifted with that discourse of reason ” which 
Hamlet denied to them. A word, too, about the distinction between 
4hese two brothers. Anpu is the big brother, and Betau is the little 
brother; but this does not mean that Anpu is a man of more inches 
than Betau. On the contrary, Betau t^as evidently a stalwart son of 
the soil, and he did the work of half a dozen labourers. “ Big and 
“ little ” are here used in the simple nursery sense of elder ” and 
“ younger,” a sense in which we ourselves occasionally employ the 
word ‘‘ great.'^ The French “ grand-p( 3 re ” is really ‘‘ big father.^' 
We say “ grandfather,” which, though a literal translation, gives a 
different colour to the phrase. But when a yet earlier generation is 
in question, we revert to the primitive idiom, and say “ great- 
grandfather,” which is simply “ big-big-father, and is good 
Egyptian. 

And when the season had come for tilling the ground, his big brother 
said to Betau : ‘ Go, make ready our gear, for the waters have gone down, 
and the land is good for tillage. Go thou to tlie field with the seed, and we 
will go to work to-morrow morning.^ So said he. And the little brother 
did all that which his big brother had bidden him do. And when the next 
day came, they w^ent into the field wdth their team; and they got to work; 
and their hearts were glad, very glad ; and they laboured all day long, 
without halting even to rest.” 

After this, the story goes on to tell how the big brother’s wife falls 
in love with Betau, who is horror-stricken, and upbraids her fiercely. 
Hereupon she foully maligns him to Anpu, who becomes ‘‘ as a panther 
of the South,” and sharpens his knife that he may slay bis little 
brother, when Betau shall return from the field at close of day. But 
the faithful beasts lift up their voices, and warn Betau of his peril ; 
whereupon he flies for his life, pursued by his elder brother. Suddenly 
a broad river, swarming with crocodiles, flows in between them. Awed 
by this miracle, and touched by thp protestations of Betau, Anpu is 
at last convinced of bis little brother’s innocence, and at the same 
time of his wife’s perfidy. So he goes home and slays her, ^nd casts 
out her body to the dogs ; but Betau, self-exiled, goes away to a place 
called the Valley of the Acacia, where he lives by the chase. By-and-by, 
however, the gods take compassion upon him, and create a beautiful 
damsel to be his bride and share his solitude ; and Betau loves her 
dearly. One day, when he is out hunting, the river rises and pursues 
her. She escapes, but not before the acacia-tree has seized a lock 
of her hair, and thrown it into the stream. This lock of hair is 
carried by the current to Memphis, where it is fished up by one of 
the king^B officers, who conveys it to Fharaoh himself. Now the 
perfume of the tress was so delicious that the king sumnofoned his 
scribes and magicians, and they told him that it belonged to a 
daughter of the f gods. Hereupon the king sent out messengers to 
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north, soath^ east, and west, that they 'might find this maiden of 
divine birth. Bat when they came to the Valley of the Acacia, Betaa 
slew thefti all. Then Pharaoh despatched more messengers, and many * 
archers and armed charioteers, and with tl;em a woman, who tempted 
the wife of Betau to be faithless to her husband, and become the wife 
of the king of Egypt. And she went, and the king saw her and 
loved her, and made her his queen ; and all the land of Egypt was 
glad. After this, Betau goes through many surprising adventures ; 
is twice killed, and twice comes to life again, the first time as a bull, 
and the second time as a persea-tree. Lastly, he becomes re-incarnate 
in human form, and ends by killing his perjured bride, and becoming 
king over all the land of Egypt. 

I have given but the barest outline of this curious tale. It has, 
however, been admirably translated into French by Professor Maspero ; 
into German by Brugach and Ebers, and into English by Birch, 
Goodwin, and Le Page Eenouf. It has also been made the subject 
of a comparative study by Mr. W. N. Groff, a young American 
Egyptologist of some distinction ; and it has recently been published 
in facsimile, with critical notes and a transcription into hieroglyphic 
characters, by Professor Moldenke, of New York. From these and 
other translations, those who desire to become better acquainted with 
one of the oldest fictions in the world may take their choice. 

The story, however, is not one story, but two. The first part, the 
pastoral narrative which depicts the life of Anpu and Betau, is a 
tale complete in itself. The Valley of the Acacia to which Betau be- 
takes himself is the Valley of the Shadow of Death. To go thither 
is to die ; and Anpu mourns his faithful and devoted “ little brother 
when it is too late. A more simple story was never written, yet it 
contains the elemental stuff of which all the romantic literature of 
after ages was compounded — love, treason, jealousy, vice, virtue, 
murder, remorse. And, above all, the beauty of goodness and the 
pathos of unmerited suffering are in its pages ; and it brings with it a 
breath of those far-off days, “when love and all the world was 
young.’* 

.The second part of the story, the fantastic adventures of “ the 
daughter of the gods,** the transformations of Betau, and his resur- 
rection as king of Egypt, is clearly a later addition. The tale' of 
Anpu and Betau bears the impress of extreme antiquity. It may be 
as old as the hieratic script in which it is written, it may be as old as 
the Pyramids; but the sequel is stamped with the taste of the 
Ilamesside period, when extravagant incidents were the literary order 
of the day, and idyllic simplicity was out of fashion. It may be that 
■this sequel was written by the worthy librarian of King Merenptah, 
though, more probably, his was a work of dovetailing and adaptation. 
As^ Jhowever, the skilful use of scissors and paste is known in polite 
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language as editings we will say that Ennana edited The Tale of the 
Two Brothers.” 

^ That the ancient Egyptians were novelists and readers of novels 
was what no one suspected till Madame d’Orbiney pcyrchased her 
famous papyrus in 1857. The Egyptologists of Europe were, in fact, 
fairly scandalised to find that these grave and reverend signiors,” 
whose mummies were so eminently respectable, had tastes as frivolous 
as our own. Since that time many more specimens of ancient 
Egyptian fiction have come to light, tales of adventure by land and 
sea, tales of enchantment and magic ;*oven historical romances and 
ghost stories."*" These discoveries have cast a new light upon the 
early history of literature. They show us that Egypt was not only the 
birthplace of all our arts and all our sciences, but that the Valley of the 
Nile was in truth the cradle of romance. It was from Egyptian 
sources that Herodotus derived many a narrative which he innocently 
accepted for fact and repeated as history ; and it is from these 
sources that the Arab story-tellers of tho Middle Ages drew many an 
incident familiar to us all in tlie pages of* The Thousand and One 
Nights.” “ The Shipwrecked Mariner t (who, by the way, performs 
the astonishing feat of sailing up the Nile as far as Nubia, and thence 
gaining the open sea) is cast, like Kindbad the Sailor, upon an island 
peopled by serpents. General Tahuti, in a story called ‘‘ The Taking 
of Joppa,” I introduces his soldiers into tho beleaguered city by means 
of a stratagem less successfully attempted in after-ages by the ‘‘ Forty 
Thieves,” that is to say, he conceals a certain number of men in big 
jars which are carried by others of their comrades, disguised as cap- 
tives laden with booty. Once inside the gates, the pretended captives 
liberate the soldiers in the jars, and take possession of Joppa and its 
inhabitants. 

In “ The Story of the Doomed Prince, ”§ whose father isolates him 
in a castle on the top of a mountain in order to defeat the fulfilment 
of a fatal prophecy, we recognise the central incident of the tale of 
‘‘ Prince Agib, the third Royal Mendicant ” ; and in the story of 
Ehodopis, as told by Herodotus, the Egyptian original of Cinderella 
and the little glass slipper. 

Magic plays an important part in most of these old Egyptian tales, 
those who are learned in the Black Art being able to change 
themselves at will into birds, beasts, or trees. Hence, probably, the 
transformations and sorceries which so abound in “ The Thousand and 
One Nights.” Hence, too, perhaps, the taste for similar incidents 
which colours the early Greek and Latin romances. 

We modern novelists are well pleased when our stories find favour 

* An English translation of certain Ancient Egyptian tales, in illustrated form, will 
shortly be issued by Professor Flinders Petrie. 

+ From a Twelfth Dynasty papyrus. 

X From a papyrus of the Eighteenth Dynasty. 

§ From the same papyrus as “ The Taking of Joppa. 
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in many lands, and are translated into many tongues ; but if tried by 
this test, the second part of “ The Tale of the Two Brothers ” throws 
all our modern successes into the shade. We find it reproduced in, 
every age an^ in every civilised land. In France, as a fairy tale ; in 
Italy, as one of the stories of the “ Pentamerone ” ; in Germany, in 
Hungary, in Bussia, in Lithuania, in Boumania, in Albania, in the 
Peloponnesus,* in Asia Minor, in Abyssinia, and even in India, it 
appears and reappears as a popular story current on the lips of the 
people. Betau is always betrayed and persecuted by a woman, is 
killed and comes to life again as a horse, as a bull, as a cherry-tree, 
as an apple-tree, and so forth. The horse is beheaded and the cherry- 
tree springs from a drop of his blood. The bull is slaughtered, and 
the apple-tree which bears golden apples shoots forth from his head. 
The wicked woman is always a princess ; and Betau, whatever his 
nationality or station, invariably ends by slaying the sorceress, and 
becoming king over all the land. Other incidents in the original 
Egyptian tale, incidents necessarily omitted in my brief summary, 
crop up in a variety of Asiatic myths and legends. To enumerate 
them would be tedious ; but I have said enough to show that Betau 
has been pursued by his evil genius through some fifty or sixty cen- 
turies, and become nationalised in many a land unknown to the 
ancients. These cannot be mere coincidences. The armies of the 
great military Pharaohs of the eighteenth and nineteenth Egyptian 
dynasties occupied the known world of their time, and the stories 
which went round their camp fires by night were carried farther, we 
may be certain, than even the terror of their arms. The J^hcnnician 
traders who brought the products of Tyre and Sidon, of Cyprus and 
Crete, to the markets of Memphis, took back with them to Syria and 
the islands of the -^gean not only the amulets, and ivories, and 
woven fabrics of Egypt, but the folk-lore of the Nile Valley. Re- 
peated from lip to lip, from land to land, these oldest of popular tales 
were carried like the thistle-down by eveiy wind that blew, and 
took root on etery shore. They have even been known to come back, 
like home-sick wanderers, from Europe to Egypt. In 1882 when 
Professor Maspero brought out his volume of “ Contes Egyptiennes,’^ 
translated - from the original papyri into most charming French, he 
included in that collection the well-known story of Rhainpsinitus and 
the robbers, as told by Herodotus. Three years later, he was startled 
to find an Arab version of this tale circulating among the natives of 
various villages in Upper Egypt. The thing was so strange that he 
determined to sift it to the bottom. At last he discovered that an 
Italian gentleman living in Brment had good-naturedly been reading 
some of these very “ Contes Egyptiennes to his Arab neighbours, 
rendering them from the French into vulgar Arabic as he went 
along. Now, your Arab is a born story-teller. He hears a tale but 
once, and it lives in his memory as though printed on his brain. So 
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these Arabs of Erment had repeated the history of King Bhampsinitus 
to the Arabs of Luxor, and the Arabs of Luxor had repeated it to the 
'v. Arabs of Neggadeh, and so it had travelled from villagei^to village. 
By this time, it is doubtless as popular in every part of modern 
Egypt as it was in ancient Egypt when Herodotus jotted it down in 
his note-book. 

That this story should have been resuscitated in the Nile Valley 
more than twenty centuries after the language in which it was written 
has been dead, buried, and forgotten, is a very interesting fact ; and 
that it should in the first place have travelled from Egypt to Greece, 
and thence, in a later age, have come home again to Egypt by way of 
Paris, is really one of the curiosities of literature. 

I fear that I have lingered too long beside the pleasant waters of 
the Nile ; but the fact that novels and tales were written by the 
scribes of Egypt before Hebron and Zoan were founded, is indeed very 
extraordinary. And we must remember that these ancient romances 
are the parent-source of all the light literature of medieval and 
modern times. Tho great Mesopottoian nations had, apparently, no 
school of fiction. The clay cylinders and tablets of Borsippa, of 
Warka, of Babylon, of Nineveh, have as yet yielded nothing in the 
shape of a popular tale or a popular song. Legends of gods and 
heroes, chronicles of victories, cold-blooded records of hideous 
tortures inflicted on prisoners of war, calendars, contracts, accounts, 
magical formute, and the like, have come down to us in abundance 
from the libraries of these grim, practical, and eminently disagreeable 
people ; but nothing, absolutely nothing, which brings them into 
touch with ourselves upon the common ground of imagination or 
sympathy. When, therefore, we lose sight of fiction in Egypt, we 
lose sight of it for a long time in the East, and follow it to the West, 
to Greece and to Rome. 

The Idves and wanderings of Dinias and Dercyllis by Antonius 
Diogenes, the “Babylonica” of Jamblichus, the “ Theagenes and 
Gharicles ” of Heliqjlorus, Bishop of Tricca, the “ Daphnis and 
Chloe ” of Longus, and “ The Golden Ass ” of Apuleius, are the most 
celebrated fictions of the classic age ; but they are very dull reading, 
and I cannot conscientiously recommend them. It is not, in fact, 
till we reach the middle of the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries 
that the Age of Romance can be said to begin. And what a begin- 
ning ! The long, sterile night of the Middle Ages was barely over. 
The monasteries of Europe and the Levant were the last homes of 
learning; and the Renaissance of Art had but just dawned in Italy. 
Then, suddenly, as suddenly as the spring breaks in Siberia, the 
shores of old Romance ” blossomed from East to West with a luxu- 
riance which has no parallel in the history of literature. The popular 
tales of Persia and Arabia in the East, the Gesta Romanofum,’^ 
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the romances of chivalry, and the Italian Novelle sprang up side by 
side with the Falliaux and the Romantic Epic in the West ; and 
straightway the air was full of magical voices, and every forest was y 
haunted, and genii and ghouls, pilgrims and paladins, Charlemagne 
and Arthur, the Cid and Haroun-al-Raschid took possession of the 
imagination of the civilised world. For those who loved adventures 
by land and sea, combats with giants, aerial flights on the backs of 
griffins, and hair-breadth ^scapes ” of every impossible kind, there 
were the veracious histories of ‘‘ Ogier the Dane,” of “ Tristan of 
Lyonesse,” of “ Parsifall and Perceforest,” and “ Lancelot du Lac”; 
while for those who preferred love-stories, and merry conceits, and 
bitter jests of the failings of abbots and friars, there were the tales of 
Boccaccio, Bandello, and Sachetti, the “ Cent Nouvelles Nouvelles,” 
and a host of similar collections. How lively a picture we may con- 
ceive of the warmth and light which this flood of romantic fiction 
brought into the life of the upper and middle classes of England and 
Italy, France and Spain ! The chS,telaine in her lonely bower, the 
knight in his camp, the burgher in his chimney-corner, were alike 
carried away by the fancied perils and triumphs, sorrows and joys, of 
their favourite heroes and heroines. Francis the First, paying the 
penalty of rash valour in his prison at Madrid, passes hours of rapture 
over the adventures of Amadis of Gaul.” His sister, Marguerite of 
Navarre, amuses her leisure hours by writing the “ fleptameron,” in 
imitation of the “ Decamerone ” of Boccaccio. In England, the 
** Morte d’ Arthur ” is printed by Caxton, as he himself tells us, at the 
urgent desire of “ many noble and dyvers gentlemen of this realm ” ; 
and Wynken de Worde, Copland, and others of his successors, go on 
printing and reprinting it. For the ‘"Morte d' Arthur” was to 
England what the Charlemagne cycle was to France, and “ The Cid 
to Spain. It breathed the spirit of chivalry, of gallantry, of religion, 
which, as it has been well said by Hallam, are ‘‘ the three pillars that 
support the literature of the Middle Ages.” We can enjoy the 
“ Morte d’ Arthur ” to this day in the quaint old English of Sir 
Thomas Malory ; but the bulk of the romances of chivalry are in- 
expressibly fantastic, tedious, and extravagant. I doubt if any of us 
could now read Amadis de Gaul,” or “ Tirante the White,” or 
indeed any of those works which adorned the library of*Don Quixote. 
They turned the brain of that worthy knight, and I doubt not that a 
severe course of the same reading would do the same for us. 

To the age of knights and giants succeeded the age of Dresden 
china, when romance was nothing if not pastoral. Every hero is 
now a shepherd and every heroine a shepherdess. The season is 
always spring, the topic is always love, and it is a world of pink and 
blue ribbons, lambs and kids, crooks, pipes, and kisses. In Spanish, 
the ‘‘ Diana ” of George de Montemayor ; in French, the “ Astrfie ” 
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of d’Urfe ; in English, The Arcadia ” of Sir Philip Sydney, may be 
styled the three typical works of this school. There are charming 
» 42 &ssages in The Arcadia,” and it is written to a stately measure, 
like the accompaniment to a pavane ; but I question whether it has 
been really read by any one save Dunlop and Hallam during the 
present century, and I do not believe that it will ever be read through 
again. 

Yet I would rather be condemned to a severe course of Sir Philip 
Sydney and his school than to even a light mjivie of Madame Scud&i 
and her compeers. Her school was the school of heroic romance, 
and the heroic romance — stilted, affected, and intolerably tedious — 
was the degenerate descendant of the romance of chivalry. In these 
" masterpieces of dulness, which were the delight of the hcaux and 
priciemes of the Hotel Kambouillet, Koman emperors and Saracen 
emirs, Persian monarchs and Ethiopian sultans, Alexander, Ponce de 
Leon, Cleopatra, Boabdil, Darius, and Coriolanus figure in bewildering 
juxtaposition. But who is there to-day that knows the “ Polexahder” 
of Gomberville, or the “Cassandra” of Calprenide, even by name? 
Have any of us read the “ Almahide,” or the “Clelie,”or the “Cyrus” 
of Madame Scadm ? They were great books in their day, but they 
are only big books now. “ Polexander ” was six thousand pages long ; 
“Cassandra,” and “Cyrus,” and “Clelie” each filled ten stout octavos. 
Poor Madame Scudcri ! It is impossible not to feel kindly towards 
her — she took so much pains to be learned, she took so much pains 
to be elegant, she took herself and her romances so seriously ; tod at 
•ninety she had the mortification of outliving her immortal reputation, 
and of being mercilessly ridiculed by Boileau, 

i will not attempt to conduct you through the dismal desert of the 
n4xt century of romance. It is a desert relieved hero and there by 
a spring and a date-palm, but otherwise wearisome exceedingly. I 
will but name “ Gil Bias,” “ La Nouvelle Heloise,^’ the delightful 
.^fairy-tale of Perrault, “ Joseph Andrews,’^ “ Tom Jones,” “ Roderick 
Random,’^ “ Clarissa Harlowe,” the “ Vicar of Wakefield,” and our 
well-beloved “ Robinson Crusoe.” Does “ poor Robin Crusoe ” 
indulge in too many moral reflections ? Is “ Clarissa ” just a little 
tedious ? Could we spare, say two-fifths, of “ Gil Bias,” and the 
rest? Nay, then, let us try to look at them through our great- 
great-grandmothers^ spectacles, rather than with the critical double 
eyeglasses of to-day. Let us be to their faults of taste a little blind, 
and, above all, let us gratefully acknowledge that they inaugurated the 
era of simplicity and truth. 

And now, at one step, we come to the creator of the great modern 
school of English fiction — to the author of “ Waverley.” His single 
figure, the figure of Scott the Novelist, filled the entire stage of prose 
romance during the first thirty years of our century* To his 



THE ART OP THE NOVELIST. 2:jr> 

contemporaries that figure seemed colossal. There were many who 
likened it to that of Shakespeare himself. Viewed from our present 
standpoint it is no longer colossal, and no one would now place the.V' 
author of ‘‘ Waverley” on the same plane with the author of Hamlet ; 
yet we must never lose sight of the fact that Scott was not only 
the founder of our school, but that he was himself that school for more 
than a quarter of a century. Shakespeare, take him for all in all, 
was the greatest master of passion and poetry that the world has 
seen. We could name twenty of his sonnets any one of which is 
worth all the rhymed romances of the writer of Marmion.” In one 
scene from Macbeth,” or “ Lear,” or “ Othello,” Shakespeare riseB 
to such heights of tragic insight as Scott could never have scaled. 

It is not in these loftiest and rarest of all attributes that Scott is to « 
be even distantly compared with Shakespeare ; but, if at all, it is in 
his fertility, his grasp of complex humanity at so many different 
periods, and under such a variety of circumstances. Merely to 
rehearse the names of certain of his novels is to set in motion a series 
of magnificent historical pageants in which the actors are not only 
clad in their habits as they lived, but are creatures of flesh and blood 
like ourselves. Such are ‘^Ivanhoe,” ‘‘The Talisman,” “Quentin 
Durward,” “The Fortunes of Nigel,” “Woodstock,” “Kenilworth.” 
Living, as Scott lived, in the most picturesque capital of modern 
Europe, surrounded by the old historic buildings which had witnessed 
all the most stirring episodes of the national life of Scotland, he found 
his material ready to his hand. He was literally “ the Heir of the 
Ages.” The Tolbooth and the Canongate, Holyrood and Arthur’s 
Seat, the squalid splendour of the Old Town, the proud memories of 
the Castle Hill, were they not all his ? And had they not been 
waiting for him ever since the fatal night when Prince Charlie gave 
his last State ball in the panelled gallery which no Stuart ever trod 
again ? Given these, given his boyish surroundings, given his inborn 
passion for minstrelsy and legend, and his strong archajological bent, 
it would have been a marvel if Scott had not worked the rich mine 
which lay so near the surface of his native soil. 

Whoso would do fullest justice to Sir Walter Scott’s cycle of 
stories must go to Edinburgh. It is not till one has looked over to 
Leith and down to Holyrood from the Castle battlements that one 
realises how all these captains and fighting-men, those sturdy 
burghers, and preachers, and baillies, and hot-blooded Scotch lords, 
and passionate partisans, are no mere shadows projected upon a 
background of painted canvas ; but portraits, portraits of men who 
once lived and died, and who, in a sense, are living now. Scott’s ^ 
characters are not profound. Their depths are easily sounded. They 
tnow no obstinate questionings of the unseen ; their souls are not 
overshadowed by “ the burden and the mystery of all this unintelligible 
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world ” ; but they love, they hate, they fight, hunt, feast, traffic, 
and cut one another’s throats in a supremely natural and hearty way. 

a word, they are thoroughly human, and not a little commonplace. 
And it is precisely these qualities, their humanness, their common- 
placeness, together with the correctness of their costumes and the 
verisimilitude of their surroundings that have made their prosperity. 

. Now, I will own that I am no friend to the historical novel. I 
hold that it is built upon radically unsound foundations, and that 
it is next to impossible for any novelist truthfully to depict the men 
and manners of the far past. It is not enough that his archmology 

strictly correct. It is not enough to say that human nature is 
but human nature, and must therefore be in every age the same. 
Human nature is not in every age the same. The fine fibre of the 
conscience vibrates to one note in one century, and to another note 
in another century. Novels which portray the costumes and tricks 
of speech of a former age, but which at the same time falsify the 
life of that age by suppressing its grossness, its cruelty, and its 
debauchery, are the most i6;ihistorical of novels. They mislead more 
than they teach. The real historical novel is, to my thinking, the 
novel which paints the living world about us. Our models are before 
oijp eyes ; and faithfully to depict the social and public life of men 
and women as they are, to study, not merely their actions, but their 
motives, to seize the spirit of our time, and to hand it on to future 
generations, that, I venture to think, is history of an invaluable kind. 
Are not Scott’s modern stories, after all, those in which his great 
powers rise to their highest level ? Do we not love best his “ Guy 
Mannering,” his “ Heart of Midlothian,” and his immortal ‘‘ Anti- 
quary ” ? What would we not give for an unbroken succession of 
such novels beginning, say, from the time of the invention of printing ! 
And think, only think, what a treasure of information as to the 
home-life, the standard of culture, the habits, manners, amusements, 
and occupations of the people of our own time is laid up for the use 
of future historians in the novels of George Eliot, of Balzac, of 
Erckmann and Ohatrian, of Henry James, of William Dean Howells, 
of Mrs. Oliphant, of Dickens, Anthony Trollope, and of Thackeray ! 

These last three are essentially representative writers of what I 
should like to call the historical novel of contemporary English life. 
They wrote at the same time. They had an absolutely parallel 
experience. The same clubs, the same drawinff-rooms, the same 
parks, streets, and places of public amusement were mmiliar to ail three. 
And yet witli what different eyes they viewed the social structure of 
their time ! 

Dickens was essentially a caricaturist. Trollope was an admirable 
portrait-painter. Thackeray was a clairvoyant. Or, to put it differently, 
^ Dickens depicted his fellow-men as jthey are not : Trollope presients 
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them as they appear to the world ; Thackeray reads them through 
and through. ^ 

As a humorist pure and simple, Dickens has no rival in Englisn 
fiction; and it is as a humorist that he will hold his place in the 
literature of his country. I fear we must admit that his pathos is 
stagey, and that his sketches of society are grossly exaggerated. 
But the immortality of the Iliad ” is not more assured than that (A 
Pickwick.” 

In this triumvirate— -Dickens, Trollope, Thackeray — I would assign 
a very prominent place to the author of “ Framley Parsonage.** He 
was himself a typical Englishman, bluff, hearty, straightforward; 
passionately fond of field sports, yet at the same time a thorough man 
of business, and a thorough Londoner. He was intimately conversant 
with the life and haunts of the upper and upper middle classes ; and 
he had a very considerable knowledge of Parliamentary life, and of 
Parliamentary men. Also he made an exhaustive and affectionate 
study of the British parson ; and the British parson, till Anthony 
Trollope took him in hand, was an unexplored field of research, not- 
withstanding that Parson Adams and Doctor Primrose are dear to us. 
Now, the British parson plays a very important part in English 
national life, especially in country parishes and provincial towns, and 
until the publication of ‘‘ Barchester Towers/* he had been treated by 
our novelists as a mere lay figure. But in Anthony Trollope’s hands 
he became one of the most life-like characters in fiction. The meek 
domestic chaplain, the starving curate, the hunting rector, the courtly 
archdeacon, the henpecked bishop, and a hundred others throng 
thick and fast” upon our memory. It is a portrait-gallery in which 
no one canvas is exaggerated, and in whigh caricature has no place. 
And herein lies the secret of Trollope’s strength. He never exaggerates. 
He has humour ; but^e never allows it to run away with him. He 
has pathos ; but it is a manly pathos, reserved and self-contained, 
with no snivelling in it, and no display of white pocket-handkerchief. 
There is no more tragic figure in fiction than the Eeverend Mr. 
Crawley, nor any more tragic situation than that in which he is plilced 
by the disappearance of the twenty-pound-note.’ Yet with how few 
touches and in what sober tints it is painted ! As with his tragedy, 
so it is with his pathos. It is as the pathos of life itself. Do* you 
remember that scene in “ He Knew He was Eight,” where Sir Marma- 
duke and Lady Bpwley receive a telegram from their married daugh- 
ter in Italy, to say that her mad husband is “ much worse,” and to 
ask that his old friend, Hugh Stanbury, should go out to her? 
Besides this married daughter. Sir Marmaduke and my Lady had 
three other daughters — Sophie, Lucy, and Nora ; and Nora and 
Hugh Stanbury were lovers. But Hugh was poor ; and Sir Marma- 
duk^ withheld his consent. The situation, consequently, was awkward."^ 
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However, Stanbnry is summoned; and be at once says that he is 
willing to go — ready to start by the next Continental train. Many 
things are hurriedly arranged, and then comes ‘‘ good-bye.” 

“ * I will send a message directly I get there,* says the young man, holding 
Lady Ilowley by the hand. 

“ * God bless you, my dear friend,* said Lady Rowley, with the tears run- 
ning down her cheeks. 

“ ‘Good-night, Sir Marmaduke,* said Hugh. 

“ ‘ (Jood-night, Mr. Stanbiiry,* replied Sir Marmaduke, stiffly. 

“ Then Hugh gave a hand to the two girls, each of whom sobbed, and 
looked aw’ay from Nora. Nora was standing apart, by herself, holding on 
to her chair, and with her hands clasped together. She had prepared 
nothing — not a word, not a thought, for his farewell. But she had felt that 
it was coming. If he could say farewell with a quiet voice, and simply with 
a touch of the hand, then she would do the same. Nor had he prepared 
anything. But when the moment came, he could not leave her after that 
fashion. He stood a moment, hesitating — not approaching her — and he 
merely called her by name — 

“‘Nora!* 

“ For a moment she was still — for a moment she held by her chair -and 
then she rushed into his arms. 

“ He did not care much for her father now ; but he kissed her hair, and 
her forehead, and held her closely to hi.s breast. 

“ ‘ My own, own Nora ! ’ 

“ It was necessary that Sir ^Marmaduke shouhl say something. 

“ ‘ Mr. Stanbury,’ he said, ‘ let it he so. I could wish for my child’s 
sake, and also for your own, that your means of living were less precarious.’ 

“And thus Sir 3Iarmaduke’s opposition was withdraw-n at last.” 

Now, this is a very simple little scene ; but I protest I know 
none of which the simplicity is more natural, or more touching. 

To find a parallel to it, I must turn to the pages of an author whom 
we know as intimately, •and hold, 1 venture to think, in as much 
iffection as his own countrymen. The tim^ is ‘morning, just after 
breakfast, and the place is Boston. The schoolmistress is goiug to 
her daily work, and he whom they call “ The Autocrat ” walks with 
her part of the way. Presently they come to the ‘‘ common ” where 
the paths divide; and there is one which they call “the long path.*’ 

“ ‘ I felt very weak indeed, though of a tolerably robust habit, as we came 
opposite the head of the long path that morning,* says the Autocrat. ‘ I 
think I tried to speak twice without making myself distinctly audible. At 
)a.st I got out my question — 

“ ‘ Will you take the long path with mo ? ’ 

“ ‘ Certainly,’ said the^ichoolmistross, ‘ with much pleasure.* 

“ ‘ Think,* I said ; ‘ think before you answer. If ydti take the long path 
with me now, I shall interpret it that we are to part no more.* 

“ The schoolmistress stepped back, witli a sudden movement, as if an 
arrow had struck her. One of the long granite blocks used as seats wa.s 
hard by — the one you may still see there, close by the ginka-tree. 

“ ‘ Pray sit down,’ I said. 

“ ‘ No, no,’ she answered softly. ‘ I will take the long path with you.* 

^ “ The old gentleman who sits opposite at breakfast met us presently, walk- 
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ing arm-in-arm^ about the middle of the long path, and said very charmingly : 

‘ Good morning, my dears/' 

This is all. Not another word ; and it is the shortest, th^ simplest/'" 
the prettiest little love-scene that I know. 

And Thackeray ? I have spoken my mind very freely about them 
all ; I have had the courage of my opinions. Shall I not say exactly 
what I think of the author of Vanity Fair,” of Esmond,” of The 
Newcomes ? ” Am I to speak without hesitation, without reserve ? 

Well, then, I think he is the greatest master of fiction the world 
has ever seen. As I have said, he read his fellow-creatures through 
and through. The human heart had no secrets for him. All its 
weaknesses, all its littlenesses, all its tendernesses, were open to him. 
No man had a more passionate loathing of all that is base, or a more 
passionate admiration of all that is lofty, simple-minded and loyal. 

I am lost in amazement when I hear it said that Thackeray is a 
cynic. What is it then to be a cynic ? Is it to uphold the sanctity 
of love, of honour, of truth? Is it to paint a heart attuned to 
such unselfish chivalry as the ’•heart of Major Dobbin ? or a life 
of such heroic self-abnegation and stainless honour as that of Henry 
Esmond ? or to show, not by precept, but by the example ot Colonel 
'Fhomas Newcombe, how good it is to be faithful and honest, to be 
brave and humble, to love God, and to be in charity with all men ? 

I have searched his pages in vain for Thackeray’s cynicism. I have 
found only his infinite sympathy with all that is best, or even second 
best, in his erring fellow-men. He is the most human of humanists, 
and as often as not, when there is a jest on his lips, there are tears 
in his voice. 

I do not know what Thackeray’s method of work was; but of 
one thing I am certain — and that is, that his characters were to 
him absolutely real, that he believed in them, suffered with them, 
rejoiced with them, as though they were creatures of flesh and 
blood. His own heart beats under the lines, as he traces them 
with his hand. That is why they are so real to us ; for no story- 
teller can possibly make his readers believe in characters which hp 
does not believe in himself. 

And this, I take it, is the inmost secret of the art of the novelist, 
sincerity. It is of no use to “ make believe ” as the children say. 
It is of no use to dress up a company of puppets, and put fine 
speeches in their, mouths, and pull the wires ttis way, and that way. 
It is of no use to describe scenery which you have never seen j or 
people living in a class of life to which you have no access ; or 
emotions which you have never felt. Such work rings hollow ; and 
although it may amuse for an hour, there is nothing satisfying in it, 
nnd nothing enduring. 

I am ashamed to refer to myself in this connection ; but when it 
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comes to a question of work, of the stoty-teller’s craft, and of the 
tools to be used in it, one can bnt fall back upon personal experience. 

have repeatedly been asked how 1 set to work to write a nOTel, and 
the only answer 1 can give, in all seriousness, is that 1 lay in a stock 
of paper, a box of quill nibs, and a big stone bottle of the best and 
blackest ink. “ But how do yon invent the plot ? ” asks my 
questioner. It seems to me that I do not invent the plot. The 
plot comes of itself. It flashes upon me suddenly, unexpectedly, 
when 1 am walking, perhaps, or in some way actively employed. 
Sometimes it but half reveals itself. That is to say, it lacks some 
essential motive. In this case, it is useless to puzzle over it. I let 
it alone, and by-and>by, in the course of a few hours, or a few days, 
the solution flashes upon me in the same unexpected way. Uncon- 
scious cerebration may have been going on, but it was absolutely 
unconscious. And so with the characters. They present themselves 
just as real personages might walk into my library, and introduce 
themselves and their business. It seems to me that I look at them 
face to face, just as I should Idbk at living visitors. I do not 
“ invent ” their features, or their moral qualification's, or even their 
actions. I am conscious of no mental deliberation about what they 
shall do or say. They do absolutely as they please. They say what 
comes into iJieir heads, not what comes into mine ! To me, they 
seem as living men and women, having passions, prejudices, emotions, 

and wills of their own. 

« 

“ Why did you let Crosbie jilt Lily Dale ? ” I asked Anthony 
Trollope one day. 

“ Why did I ‘ let ’ him he repeated. “ How could I help it ? 
He ic<mld do it, confound him ! ” 

This was not said in jest. It was earnest. I know exactly what 
Trollope meant. Given the creation — if you care to give it so fine 
a name — given the creation of a certain character, all the actions of 
that character are as necessarily governed by the laws of his being as 
if he were a living and breathing entity. I have myself been in the 
• same way constrained and mastered by puppets of my own making. 
Indeed, I once seriously damaged the success of a story by giving 
way to the wrong-headedness of the principal characters ; and, more- 
over, I knew quite well at the time that by so giving way, I must in- 
evitably mar the popularity of the book. It is therefqre from these 
humble experiences of%iy own that I judge when I say that Thackeray 
was sincere. 

I spoke just now of Henry Esmond. After all that I have ven- 
tured to say in disparagement of historical novels, I am bound to 
confess that “ Esmond ” is, to my mind, ‘ Thackeray’s masterpiece. 
But it is a case in which the exception proves the rule. Thackeray’s 
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knowledge of the history, literature, and social life of the time of 
Queen Anne was so profound and so intimate, that he could not really 
have known them better had he been a contemporary of Addison and 
Pope. ' He had ample materials ready to his hand in the rich store of 
news-letters belonging to that reign ; and* he made a supremely 
skilful use df those materials with the result that “ Esmond is not 
only his masterpiece, but that it is also the best historical novel ever 
written. There is one scene in “ Esmond,” one among many of 
almost equal excellence, in which spirit, dignity, and nobleness rise to 
their highest level. I refer to that scene in which Esmond and young 
Lord Castleton follow Prince Charles Edward to Oastlewood House, 
whither the prince has pursued the beautiful Beatrix, Lord CastleWs 
sister and Esmond’s cousin. They arrive at night, to find the house 
shut up, and the prince lying asleep upon his bed. He wakes, and 
is stung by the ceremonious contempt with which Esmond informs 
him that by dishonourably pursuing thither the sister of his host, he 
has missed the golden opportunity which would have restored him to 
the throne of the Stuarts.' 

“ The Prince started up, seeing two men in his chamber. 

“ * Qid €8t Ih ? * says he, and took a pistol from under his pillow. 

It is the Marquis of Esmond,* says the Colonel, ‘ come to welcome hi.-* 
Majesty to his house of Castlewood, and to report of what has happened in 
Jjondon. Pursuant to the King*s orders, I passed the night before last, 
after leaving his Majesty, in waiting upon the friends of the King. It is a 
pity that his Majesty's desire to see the country, and to visit our poor 
house, should heave caused the King to (piit London without notice yesterd.ay. 
when the opportunity happened, which in all human probability may not- 
occur again ; and had the King not chosen to ride to Cjistlewood, the Prince 
of Wales might have slept to-night at St. James’.* 

‘ Parbleu, Monsieur, you give me too much Majesty,* said the Prince, 
who had now risen, and seemed to be looking to one of us to help him to his 
coat. }3iit neither stirred. 

“ * We shall take care,* says Esmond, “ not much oftener to offend in that 
particular.* 

“ ‘ 8ir,’ says the Prince, burning with rage (he had assumed his royal coat 
unassisted by this time) — ‘ Sir, did I come here to receive insults ? ’ 

“ * To confer them, may it please your Majesty,* says the (Vdonel, with a 
very low bow ; * and the gentlemen of our family are coifie to thank you,' ■ 

“ ‘ Malediction ! ’ says the young man, tears starting into his eyes with 
helpless mge and moriiiication. * What will you wdth me, gentlemen? ’ 

‘‘ ‘ If your Majesty will please to enter the iie.xt apartment,’ says Esmond, 
preserving his grave tone, ‘ I liave some papei’s there which I would gl^Iy 
submit to you ; and by your permission I will leadf the way,* 

“ And taking the taper up, and backing before the Prince with very great 
ceremony, Mr. Esmond passed into the room through which we had just eu* 
tered into the house. 

** * Please to set a chair for his Majesty, Frank,* says the Colonel to his 
companion, who wondered almost as much at this scene, and was as much 
puzzled by it ns the Prince. 
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“ Then, going to the crypt over the mantelpiece, the Colonel opened it, 
and drew thence a bundle of papers, 

^ ‘ Here, may it please yoiu* Majesty,* says he, * is the patent* of Marquis 

sent over by your royal father at Saint Germains to Viscount Castlewood, 
my father. Here is the witnessed certificate of my father’s marriage to my 
mother, and of my birth and christening. J was christened of that religion 
of which your sainted sire gave all through life so shining an example. Dear 
Frank, these are my titles — and this is what I do with them. Here go 
baptism and marriage — and here the marciuisate and the august sign- 
manual with which your Ma jesty’s predecessor was pleased to honour our 
i-fice ! * 

And, as Esmond spoke, he set the 2 >apei*s burning in the brazier. 

“ * You w'ill please, sir, to remember,’ he continued, ^ that my family hath 
ruined itself by fidelity to yours -that my grandfather spent his estate, and 
gave his blood, and his son to die for your service — that my dear lord’s 
grandfather (for lord you are now, Frank, by right and title too) died for 
the same cause — that my poor kinswoman, my father’s second wife, after 
giving av/ay her honour to your wicked, perjured race, sent all her wealth 
to the King, and got in return this precious title wliicli now' lies in ashes, 
and this inestimable yard of blue ribband. 1 lay this l ibband at your feet, 
and stamp upon it — I draw this sw'ord, and break it, and deny you — and 
had you completed the w'rong you designed us, Ity Heaven, T wouhl have 
driven it through your heart, and no more have pardoned you than your 
father pardoned Monmouth -Frank will do the same -won’t you, cousin ?’ 

“ Frank, who had been looking on with a stupid fiir at the papers as they 
flamed in the brazier, took out his sw’ord, and broke it, holding his head 
down. 

‘^‘Igowith my cousin,’ says he, giving Esmond a grasp of his hand. 
‘ Marquis or not, by the J.ord ! 1 stand by him any day. I l)eg your 
Majesty’s pardon for swearing; but Tin foi‘the T^lector of Hanover! 

There is yet one more point to be scored in favour of the story- 
teller's craft, one service which it is sometimes — perhaps often — in 
the story-teller^s power to render to his fellow-men. He can for a 
little while, now and then, come between the sorrowing heart and its 
sorrow, between the sufferer and his pain. It may be the merest drop 
of the waters of Lethe, yet that drop brings a moment’s relief to the 
wounded heart, to the aching nerves, to the tired brain. And it is 
this blest privilege, a privilege far above fame or gain, or any worldly 
guerdon, which is the exceeding great reward of all story-tellers, 
great or small. 


Amelia B. Edwards. 



THE HOME OR THE BARRACK FOR THE 
CHILDREN OF THE STATE. 


H OW startling is the ignorance of some people ! How one’s own 
ignorance must startle others ! 

“ What are pauper schools ? ” came from the lips and mind of a 
cultivated lady of middle age, and rather more of this world’s 
experience than falls to many women. She had leisure and brains. ^ 
She paid her taxes and read the newspapers, and yet she knew 
nothing of the condition of the 21,3 11 children who belong to the 
State, to whose support she contributed, and for whose welfare she, 
like the rest of us, is responsible, and therefore, in my humble 
judgment, in duty bound to know something. 

It was that lady’s^ question which called this article into being. 
Those who know all about pauper institutions had better not read it, 
or anyhow only the last three pages. 


Condition of the Children before 1853. 

Before 1853 the children of the State were housed in the work- 
houses among the adult paupers. They associated with the vicious 
and low, heard their conversation, saw their habits, took in by contact 
their principles, and were then turned out into the world to get their 
own living and spread abroad the moral standards and lazy dodges 
which sooner or later brought them again to the workhouse. Efforts 
were occasionally made at classification, but “no regulation, however 
stringent, can prevent the contaminating association of the children 
with worthless adults,” wrote an ill-contented Guardian in 1841 ; and 
Miss F. Davenport Hill, herself an authority on Poor-law matters, 
writes in 1857 : “ Young women who grow up in a workhouse form a 
class proverbial for audacity and shamelessness.” 
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To divide the children from the adults, to remove them altogether 
from the workhouse and its associations, was the dream of Poor-law 
reformers, and in 1853, chiefly owing to the efforts and clear-sighted- 
ness of Mr. Carleton Tufnell, Sir James K. Shuttleworth, and Mr. 
Edwin Chadwick, the dream became a reality. The first scheme Was 
to settle the children* in groups of forty each ; but an evil counsel 
crept in, which recommended that 500 should be the fixed number. 
As time went on even that was exceeded, and now there exist three 
schools of over 500 children, one over GOO, two over 700, and 
one that shelters more than 1000 young lives. Colossal schools, 
ten-acre fields in which to cultivate human flowers, each one 
of whom requires the special care of a cottage gardener. To the 
children-lovers of those days, who were accustomed to see the small 
beings huddled in among the refuse of humanity and kept ever within 
four dreary walls, the separate schools must have seemed the realisa- 
tion of an almost Utopian hope. Specially planned and built to meet 
childish needs, removed from all that had hitherto caused the chief 
difficulties in their training, what more could be wanted ? Experience 
has replied. 

Nearly seventeen years ago Mr. Sclater Booth, then the President 
of the Local Government Board, made me a Manager of one of these 
District Schools — that at Forest Gate, which has lately been so 
notorious in the Press. 

I joined the Board, with but few ideas on Poor-law and its 
administration, but with a deep-rooted principle that the maxim 
that anything would do for the pauper was wrong, both from the 
hun)anitarian and the economic point of view ; and with the belief 
that every human being had the right to that sort of training which 
would best fit him, or her, for a place as a worker in the world. 

Condition of Fouest Gate School in 1878. 

When I joined the Board of Management the school at Forest 
Gate was not in a good condition. It had been built some ten years 
as a district or joint school to accommodate the children charge- 
able to the Whitechapel, l^plar, and Hackney Unions, but Hackney 
had recently parted company with the other two, after rows and 
scdndals which are perhaps best forgotten. 

Things were then settling down to peace, and the need of progress 
called forth all that was best among the better disposed of the 
managers. 

At that time there were 216 children belonging to Whitechapel 
and 844 chargeable to Poplar in the school. The buildings in 
which they were housed were well built and commodious, the dining- 
hall handsome and airy, and the bloci^iincluded an infirmary for the sick. 
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a recemng ward for the new comers^ a laundry, and an infant depart- 
ment, all entirely separate from the main buildiug, which consisted 
chiefly of the schoolrooms and the dormitories. These were all lofty, 
light, and, of course, hideously clean apartments. The children were 
dressed in a uniform, and no one had his or her own clothes. They 
wore any that happened to fit, as they wei^e handed out on the day of 
the weekly change. The soiled garments were sent to the wash, and 
whether torn or unduly dirty, the ^delinquent escaped the rebuke or 
punishment which might have been a training to carefulness. Silence 
reigned at meal-times. The regulation weight of food was handed out 
to each child according to its age, but regardless of its size, appetite, 
taste, or physical condition. Dull food dully eaten does not conduce 
to robust health. 

The hours out of school were not play-hours. The girls scrubbed 
the vast areas, I had almost said acres, of boarded rooms, but they 
were not allowed even to do it together. Each child was placed 
a few yards off the other. The boys quarrelled or shivered in the 
yards, unless they enjoyed bullying a smaller “ chap,” or paralysing 
the poor brains of the half-witted by having “ games ” with him. 

The children were not called by their names. Each was commonly 
addressed as “ child.^’ They had no toys, no library, no Sunday 
School, no places in which to keep personal possessions, no playing- 
fields, no night garments, no prizes, no flowers, no pets, no pictures 
on the walls, no pleasure in music, no opportunities for seeing the 
world outside the school walls. Life for them was surrounded with 
limitations, not the limitations which necessarily bound the horizon 
of us all, the conquest and the use of which are the means by 
which characters grow, but the limitations which are imposed by an 
unnatural life and the ruthless requirement of discipline — a discipline 
far exceeded what was desirable for the ordering of ten or twelve 
children, but which had become necessary because some 600 children 
had to be considered. 

I 

Condition of Forest Cate School in 1888. 

For ten years the Board worked, first under the conscientious chair- 
manship of the late Mr. James Barringer, and later under the patient 
but more adventurous guidance of Mr. II. J. Cook, and then we have 
an inspector’s opinion that if Forest Gate did not stand in the first rank 
among pauper schools, it certainly stood high in the second class. 
Many and important were the changes that had been brought about. 
The children romped in playing-fields, dug and delved in Kttle gardens, 
talked busily at meals, wore night garments, owned three sets of day 
apparel ; possOssed toys, large ones, such as rocking-horses, swings, 
bats, doHs’-houses, to be played^ with in common; small treasures. 
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SQch as dolls, puzzles, books, and boxes, which now lived in personally 
owned “ lockers,” and taught even the veriest thief by inheritance to 
respect meuni and tuum. The children swam and drilled, walked out or 
gambolled in the yards, all with a mien that spoke volumes of the 
needs so silently borne, and of the enjoyment of the new life so 
gladly accepted. Prizes Were oflRsred and won, and a library was 
voluntarily worked by ladies out of doors,” to use the pauper child’s 
expression. 

Bare rooms had been decorated with pictures, and high hope was 
to be read through many a motto on colour-washed walls. Flowers 
grew in the windows, cats kittened in the laundry, canaries sang 
amid the whirr of the patent centrifugal wringer. Concerts and 
entertainments were given almost weekly by the staff, or ladies, or 
gentlemen, with power to cause pleasure. Each girl was called by her 
Christian prefix. Each boy by his sire's name. On Sunday after- 
noon the great hall was turned into a busy Sunday School, when the 
children came into contact with good hearts and gentle influences ; 
and as enough teachers volunteered to allow of the classes being 
small, each child, anyhow for that one afternoon, got the individual 
notice that every little one craves for. A savings’ bank was started 
and pennies were both saved and spent when the managers thought 
well to have a treat, and the happy hundreds spent a long day by the 
sea. Kindergarten and its gifts ” brought interest and variety into 
the infants’ school. 

At meal-times a happy buzz arose from amid the long tables, and 
such interest as the conversation provided did something to make the 
coarse food more appetising. Individual tastes were consulted, at 
least as far as quantity was concerned, for the children were given 
less to begin with, and encouraged to ask for more. 

Recreation rooms were provided for both boys and girls, and the long 
winter evenings were anything but dreary, for when school was done 
and work over the children gathered in the brilliantly lit, hot-pipe- 
heated rooms and played draughts, bagatelle, lotto, or tiddly-winks. 

In order to prepare the elder girls fo^ the life of service, two small 
homes had been started, in which Jive or six girls were received for a 
few months before their first start was made into the world. One of 
these little training homes I had and have under my own care at 
Hampstead, and there we have trained 135 girls in small groups of 
from three to seven. The other little training school was carried on 
in rooms set apart for the purpose in a wing of the great building. 
They did something, but not much, to counteract the barrack in- 
fluences, but their very existence proved that in the managers’ 
opinion the education given in the school was , not calculated to fit the 
girls for the work in which they were to be engaged, and by which 
they were, in future, to keep themselves off the rates. 
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Criticisms on the Palatial Schqols. 

Does it not sound satisfactory ? “ The place is magnificent ” — 

‘‘ too good for paupers ” — “ education beyond their need ” — far better 
conditions than the working classes get in their own homes ” — ‘‘ it 
pays to be a pauper ” — “ hard on the ratepayer,” are comments freely 
passed on show days when the school is open to guests and the 
children delight all spectators as they exhibit their handiwork, or 
drill simultaneously as one man, and hush their happiest, rowdiest 
noise, at the first clink of the superintendent's bell. 

“ Par better conditions than the working classes get in their own 
homes.” ‘‘ Educated beyond their need.” '' Hard on the poor rate- 
payers,” are the criticisms. Let us see if justice lives in them, 
llesults will tell. 


The Domestic Results the Barrack School System. 

From these colossal schools the children go out singly into the 
world; the boys into the Army, shops, or trades; the girls into 
service. To follow the boys there is no agency, and though individual 
officers sometimes keep up an acquaintance with the lads, still no 
register is kept, and there is not sufficient evidence to enable judg- 
ment to be given about the success or failure of the massed system 
of education on boys. Concerning girls we have plenty of evidence. 
In 1881 a Poor-law official writes, and the Local Government Board 
publish his report : “ When our girls go out to service they are 
frequently called stupid because they are unacquainted with the 
names and uses of kitchen articles, whereas it is simple ignorance 
from not having seen or used them.” In the Barrack Schools meat is 
baked in gas ovens, potatoes are cooked in a copper. How is a girl 
to know about saucepans, turn-spits, and basting-spoons ? The tales 
told of their ignorance of life are legion, and would be comic if they 
did not so often lead to tragic results, for mistresses will not keep 
girls who “ need so much telling about everything, that one of course 
expects them to know.” 

If you please, sir, mistress wants a reel of cotton,” startled a 
greengrocer in a London suburb, the District School-bred girl going to 
him, as she would to the matron at the school store on giving-out day. 

‘‘ I don’t know, ma’am, how the money all went,” said another 
confused buyer. I think the gentleman said the mutton was 
35. 4r?. a pound, but Fm not sure ; and the greens did not cost so 
much.” 

A third girl, on being sent to the post-office and told to buy the 
stamps for a parcel, left the hapless packet lying on the counter, and 
walked a mile and a half back to her mistress, conscientiously carrying 
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the stamps. A fourth put a telegram into the pillar-box, while a most 
intelligent lassie of fifteen, on being told to fetch the tea-leaves for 
sweeping, carefully put unused ones in her dustpan, and seemed to think 
they would have some occult influence on her domestic operations. Many 
times have 1 seen a pauper girl, fresh from the schools, try to light a 
fire. With pathetic patience she will linger over it for half or three 
quarters of an hour, wondering why the elements do not work, but con- 
fident with a hope, born of ignorance, that they soon will, when she has 
probably choked out the air, put on damp wood, and then- smothered all 
with small ash, or crushed it with too gigantic “ nobs.” Angry, some- 
times harsh, is the mistress or housekeeper, herself often over-worked, 
or over-anxious, at what she calls the girl’s “ wilful stupidity ” or 
'•naughty indolence”; for she cannot know that these giant institu- 
tions are warmed with hot air or water heated by a furnace in an 
engine-house, kindled and kept going by a skilled engineer ; and 
that many children so reared hardly see a fire. ‘‘ To make the fire 
for mother,” to keep it up “ against father comes home,” is the duty 
of every child over ten in its natural home ; and the effort develops 
resources which no number of hot water pipes can ever produce. 

Is the critic answered ? Are these pauper children brought up in 
** far better conditions than the working-classes got in their own 
homes ? ” 

The Intellectual Eesult of the Barrack School System. 

As Jong as the Poor-law Schools and the Public Elementary 
Schools are under different Government Departments it is impossible 
to, compare results, but from the more general inspection of man^ 
schools I should judge that the intellectual training given in Poor- 
law Schools is inferior. 

Mr. Mozley (Local Government Board Report of 1874-1875) 
remarks “ that it is difficult to know on what subjects to speak to 
workhouse children so as to excite in them an interest,” and Mr. 
Wm. Holgate adds to this in his Report of 188G by referring to the 

naturally weak intelligence of these children, increased as it too 
often is by the narrowness of vision induced by life in an 
institution.” 

One could multiply examples to illustrate these opinions, but it is 
not necessary. Those of myreaders who love child-nature and who know 
the variety of mental food that its awakening intelligence requires, 
will find no cause for wonder that the pauper child is dull, its vision 
being limited by four high walls. Parentless, relationless, firesideless, 
it is served, fed, tended, taught by officials who, however kindly, are 
‘ themselves enjoying no home-life and, therefore, are unable bring 
the simplest of natural joys within the reach of their charges. 
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Tjib Hygienic Results of the Barrack School System. 

But even supposing that I am ri|ht in my opinion, so reluctantly 
arrived at, that the Barrack School system fails in producing good 
domestic or intellectual results, I might still 6e told that health was 
more important than experience to those who have to earn their 
living by manual labour, and that careful supervision was more 
eflEective in forming the habits that conduced to economic success than 
intellectual accomplishments. We have then to consider how the 
health of the children turns out when they are reared in masses of 
hundreds together. 

‘‘ It must be obvious to Boards of Guardians,” says the Local 
Government Board in a circular letter, “ that when large numbers 
of children are * congregated together ailments, in themselves com- 
paratively slight, may, by reason of their infectious nature, act very 
injuriously on the general health of the school.” 

On this subject figures carry their own arguments. 

In Forest Gate ophthalmia raged for years, and in 1888 a third of 
the .children were ill with it. This means that their happiness was 
blighted, their education stopped, their health injured. In some 
crises it meant also that their eyesight was permanently damaged. 
At the Hanwell Schools, after a severe visitation of the same 
sort, Dr. Bridges, the Medical Inspector of the Local Govern- 
ment J3oard, made a report from which it appears “ that out of 2G 19 
distinct cases of ophthalmia only 539 could be traced as having been 
imported, the remainder arising from contagion within the school 
buildings.” Leytonstone, Leavesden, Ashford and Norwood have all 
been attacked by the same malady ; Brentwood has now 192 children 
affected with it; indeed. Dr. Bridges’ experience causes him to say tlfat 
“ from a chronic type of the disease he never yet found any pauper 
school absolutely free ” ; while in Mr. Nettleship’s report we find it 
stated that the sight of “ 9 per cent, of the children of the State had 
been permanently injured ” — “ that only 20 per cent, of the whole 
population of these schools had healthy eyelids, and that ophthalmia 
fastens more freely on the children brought up in these schools, in 
fine country air, freely fed, and with all appliance 3 for cleanliness 
than on those of our dirty, crowded courts who live under the un- 
healthy conditions of poor town life.” That “ all appliances for 
cleanliness ” is no figure of speech may be gathered from the fact that 
at Forest Gate a clean towel was given to each child every time it 
washed. 

So much for ophthalmia ; but, before we leave the subject, I should 
ask my readers to reflect for a few moments on the future lives 
of boys and girls who are turned out capitalless into the world, their 
only stock-in-trade injured by a disease against which they are 
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powerless, and which has been engendered by thatf state of life into 
which it has pleased a protecting Government to call them. 

I recall the despairing mistress of one of my thus injured girl friends : 
‘‘ She’s all right in herself, poor creature, but she makes mistakes the 
lodgers won’t overlook, even if 'oneself does. She can’t see the dust, 
and puts down the trays on nothing. She tumbles over things which 
are plain in sight, and pokes her face so close to the food that it ain’t 
nice. I can’t keep her, but I don’t know what she’s to do if she 
leaves me.” 

Nine per cent, thus handicapped. Let those who think the palatial 
schools are hard on the ratepayer ” look into the wards of the able- 
bodied workhouse, or seek among the lock beds of infirmaries and 
hospitals, they will see that it is not the cost but the failure of the 
system which make it hard on the ratepayer. 

In these great schools, even fever and diphtheria are not unfrequent 
visitors. For years, in Forest Gate, we were rarely free from scarlet 
fever. At Brentwood it has recently broken out. At Ashford, in 
1885, typhoid fever struck down nearly 300 out of the GGO children then 
in the school ; and at Leavesden i 8 children have had diphtheria this 
year. And this does not end the dreary catalogue of ills to which 
massed children arc subject. Itch, bad heads, ringworm, skin diseases, 
sore ears, scrofulous diseases, are always in their midst ; complaints 
caused or increased by crowding, malnutrition, incidental to the 
unnatural conditions imposed on them by the life chosen for them by 
their guardians. 

In the House, on Juno 4, ]\[r. Shaw Lefevro, in answering a 
question of Mr. Bartley’s, said that he could not tell him how many 
of the children of the State had suffered from ophthalmia, scarlet 
fever, measles, throat complaints, and other infectious maladies, duririg 
the last ten years, but that he could tell him, if he wished, how many 
deaths had occurred in the schools during the last three years. 

The answer is wide of the mark. Such diseases are not fatal but 
disabling. 

“ It is these,” as the Jlrltish ^fedical Jourval remarks, “ which are the 
torments, the terrors, and the miseries of child-life in Barnick Schools, 
which are not only torturing to their unfortunate subjects and drawbacks 
to their further progress in life at a later age, and obstacles to their proper 
training and teaching in the schools, but they are also a source of enormous 
and unnecessary expenditure to the ratepayers.” 


Tee Results ok SurEiivisioN in Barrack Schools. 

It was New Year’s Eve. Good folk had been seeing the dawn of a 
new year with bowed heads and bent knees, and full of aspiration, were 
walking home after the close of the service, when glare and smoke around 
a barrack school told of the children’s rfeed of help. Many brave men 
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'Offered succour ; but twenty-two smothered or charred corpses, laid 
out in a long bare room told the. :£ale of that night’s work. The 
coroner sat, the jurymen asked questions, keys were shown, planet 
produced, systems explained, good intentions commonde^, sufferers 
condoled with, verdict given, children buried, monument put up. 
What more would you want ? Only to put the saddle on the right 
horse, and to declare that the sj/stem was to blame ; that the tragedy 
was caused by the massing of so many children together ; that they, 
by their number, became unwieldy when yidividual action alone could 
save them ; and that there is no organisation, however complete, 
which is not sometimes defective, and that it is these emergencies 
which show the weak spot, and cause the simple incident to become 
a ghastly accident. 

# # # . *r * 

It was a scorching day, one of those days when life is real joy if 
spent in a garden, a real pain if spent in proximity to a kitchen fire, 
or in the near neighbourhood of a crowd of hot, greasy, fretful 
children. Dinner-hour was noon. About that time a trusted ser- 
vant of the establishment, passing through the dining-hall, saw fly- 
blown meat on the trays that had been set for the children. It 
was none of her business, but a woman’s heart grows bold where 
bairns are concerned, and she complained. The officials took no notice. 

Presently, child after child fell sick: little heads drooped, hot 
stomachs had pains, noisy throats retched, till at last the doctor was 
busy with 141. patients. But from his skilled hands death took two 
poisoned lives. 

Once more the formula of an inquest was gone through. Thj 0 
coroner, as usual, was sure nothing was wrong, and not only exonerated 
from blame all concerned, but began an encomium on the manage- 
ment of the school, when he was interrupted by a man who had 
“something to say.” His “ something” adjourned the inquest, and 
finally led to an inquiry by the Local Government Board ; and then 
what the newspapers call “ startling' disclosures” were made. It was 
stated that meat was often buried, that the children were frequently 
fed on the officers^ waste instead of fresh meat, and that the dietary 
table was frequently broken. Statements not only made but proved, 
and in judicating on which the Local Government Board write : 

“ With regard to the explanation of the school superintendent, forwarded 
with your letter, the Board consider it extremely unsatisfactory that 52 lbs. 
of meat should have been charged as taken out of the store on the 22nd of 
J une last to make soup for the children, wlien, in fact, the greater portion 
of the meat used for the soup was meat remaining from officers’ joints taken 
out of the store on previous days. The Board consider it equally unsaj^is- 
factory that the superintendent should have to admit that instead of soup 
being entered as being given to certain of the children on the same day, 
bread pudding, not entered in his accounts, was given them.” 
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What happened, as a result of this letter, is pretty well known, for 
the press have not had “ a conspiracy of silence ’’ on this matter. 

The Board of Management replied that they considered “ it satis- 
factory to find that nothing more serious has resulted than the errors 
in book-keeping referred to in the letter of the Local Government 
Board,” and they immediately took steps to withdraw the suspension 
of Henry Elliott, the man who had ‘‘ something to say,” not in order 
to show him and others of the staff that they honoured him more for 
his bravery in daring to tell what he had seen, than for all the good 
work he had given them during the eighteen years he had been in 
their service, but in order that they might call upon him to resign 
for on this point the Local Government Board had written: 

The case of Mr. H. Elliott has received tlio very careful consideration 
of the Board, and it seems that, though certain of lus allegations are 
apparently without justification, while others iiiuc;h over-state the facts, 
certain of those made in rcgar<l to the i>rovisioiis arc not altogether without 
foundation. Moreover, it is not clear that he has not been actuated in the 
matter by a misdirected zeal for the interests of the children, \jnder these* 
circumstances, whilst the Board are of an opinion that Mr. Klliott's services 
in connection with the school should cease, tliey w'ould propose, with the 
concurrence of the Managers, to remove the suspension on the understanding 
that he forthwith places his resignation in their hands.” 

Does this tale speak well for supervision or its results ? for the 
supervision by the Local Government Board Inspector of the 
Managers ? or for the supervision by the Llanagers of their Superin- 
tendent ? 

The verdict must be failure. 'I'he Managers manage badly, and 
the Local Government Board apparently do not object. Other- 
wise how can we account for the mild j’ebuke of the Local Government 
Board, the (almost ridiculous) self-congratulation of the Managers, 
and the readiness of both to sacrifice and silence the one man who had 
dared to tell the fact that, instead of the food allowed by the dietary 
tables, the children had meat with maggots. 

**No one,” w'lites the British Medical Jovrnal, Mfiy 2G, 1804, “can 
believe for a moment tliat the matters brought to light by the Local 
Government ]3oard Intpiiry were accidental and unprecedented abuses. 
Wliat was accidental was the discovery of the evil.” 

# # * * # 

On a certain day in April 1894, at 8 o’clock in the morning, A. B., 
aged 13, was admitted into the infirmary of one of these barrack 
schools. At L30 r.M. the doctor saw the child. At 5 o’clock the 
skilled nurse went out, it being her evening “ off duty.” At 8 in the 
evening the wardswoman, in whose care she had been left, noticed 
that the child was restless. Half an hour later she found her on the 
floor and delirious.^ At 9 o’clock the skilled night nurse came on 
duty, and seeing the gravity of the case immediately summoned the 
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Superintendent, who sent for the doctor, who, however, did not come, 
but gave the messenger a bottle of medicine. At 10 the child died. 
Nearly three hours later, the doctor came. 

The inquest was held, a post-morlcm made, and the verdict returned 
was that the child A. B. “ died from cardiac failure, consequent upon 
an attack of pleurisy and pneumonia.” 

Now consider these facts. For five, six, or seven days patients 
with pneumonil^ are in high fever. On the fifth, sixth, or seventh 
day the temperature goes down and the heart’s action has to be 
stimulated by frequent doses of alcohol, in some form, until the system 
has had time to recover and nature do its normal work. 

Among 200 or -'100 girls is it wonderful thait no one with experienced 
eyes had happened to notice that A. B. was flushed ? or that no one had 
kissed her who would bo likely to remark that she was unduly hot? Amid 
so many plates, is it strange that her untasted food was not remarked, or 
very odd that her listless ways passed with nothing more than a rebuke ? 
A row of little beds in the long dormitories, a row of little bodies gene- 
rally too sound asleep to notice any neighbour’s wakefulness. An official 
inspection before shutting-np time ; a loud sounding bell that acts 
as caller — all excellent conditions if people were machines ; but for 
little growing children, with varied temperaments and different bodies, 
an unholy system. When there are so many children massed together 
it is impossible that any officer, however alert or sympathetic, should 
know how one sleeps. A, B. occupied one of these beds. Who 
could know that she had tossed and turned all night, or longed for a 
drink of water till morning came ? All must be treated alike till 
complaint is made, and children shrink from complaining. “ My nurse 
used to shake and pinch me and threaten me with horrible futures,” 
I was told by a grown girl of the wealthier classes, “ but it never 
occurred to me ever to tell mamma ; I thought it was what I had to 
expect from her.” In the barrack schools it does not do to en- 
courage complaints — a discouragement which numbers and discipline 
brought to such a pitch in the infant department of the Hackney 
Schools, that the woman called Darling ” by the matron was able for 
years to beat the silent children with stinging nettles, and bang their 
uncomplaining heads against the walls until blood came from their ears. 

But Ella Gillespie must not be taken as a type of workhouse officials. 
There are many noble hard-working men and women who give them- 
selves with all generosity to the care of the children. From these I 
have often heard complaints that the massing of the children pre- 
vents them from doing all that their kind hearts prompt them to do. 
“ I often have to tell them they are ‘ shamming,’ when I would like 
to cosset them a bit,” one school official told me ; “ but what should 
we come to if we petted up every child where th«re are so many ? ” 

If the supervision breaks down in matters relating to organisation 
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and physical well-being, how much oftener must it fail in matters- 
relating to character, and then it has a deeper influence and wider 
results. Take truth-speaking, for instance. Any one who has any 
dealings with little people knows the time and patience that have to 
be used to come to the bottom of a conflicting story, to get at the 
facts with suflicient accuracy to be able to warn this child that it 
must not pervert the truth by exaggeration ; or to impress on the 
other one that lying must not, even silently, be indulged in. To do 
this for children by the hundred, is impossible. The “ straight, slight 
thread of truth ” is seen to be wavy and fat, as it is tossed and 
tumbled ab<5ut amid so many, and the children lose the teaching, 
immeasurably important to every young thing, of knowing that their 
elders have an undeviating standard by which all and each are judged. 
Temper, immodesty, unfairness, evil talk, indolence, dishonesty, greed, 
are the special faults of the pauper, and if there were aAy need, pages 
could be written to show the difficulty of eradicating such sins from 
childish natures, which have, as their birthright, the tendency to vi^e, 
and as their heritage, weakened capacities for distinguishing the trees 
of good and evil, with an unusual strength of desire to taste of for- 
bidden fruits.* In any conditions and in any home it is not easy, but 
when many children are placed together it is impossible. 

For the children in the street one can do little. With pity that 
becomes pain one studies their low ways and ugly faces. But once 
paupers, they have become the children of the State, and as such we 
have them in our hands. To them we are bound, in a very real 
sense, to be our “ brother’s keeper.” In barrack schools we can 
make ourselves lo many among them their Cains. 

The Eemedies for Barrack Schools. 

The evil can be partly remedied by adopting the boarding-out 
system^ and placing orphan girls and boys as inmates in an ordinary 
workman’s home. The father becomes the manly influence and 
the protecting support under which the child can nestle, and the 
mother, if she is the right sort, takes the homeless bairn not only into 
her house but into her heart. The foster-parents themselves are 
closely supervised by a committee, arid both, committee and homes 
are inspected By Miss Mason, a lady official of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. Her sole work is the inspection of boarded-out 
children, and at the conclusion of her report published in the Blu& 
Book of 1892-1893 she says: ‘‘I am still of the same opinion as ta 
the excellence of the boarding-out system, if well managed.” 

* ' In the last three words much is covered. Those who are suspicious- 
about boarding-out |tre not without ground for their fears. A few 
unfortunate errors have somewhat injured the system in public 
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esteem, but I would submit that no one pretends that boarding-out 
will work if the Homes are not faithfully and vigilantly supervised. 
Unless the committees, which should include working women, are 
prepared to do this without fear or favour, they had better not attempt 
the work, which should be considered as a responsible labour, and not 
as a new opportunity for playing Lady Bountiful in country villages. 
A more genera} adoption of the system, under perhaps the control 
of the Village Councils, might produce a local public opinion which 
would do, much to prevent abuse or neglect. 

The cost of each child so provided for is 4s. a week for food, £2 a 
year for clothing, besides an allowance for medical attendance, 
physic, and extra nourishment if required. Say £13 a year, all 
told. But boarding-out can only be legally used in the cases of 
orphans and deserted children, and Miss Mason says her “experience 
is increasingly against the boarding-out of elder children,’* and that 
“nothing could be more dangerous than a system of 'boarding-oulf 
fdible-minded girls.” Foster-parents, also, are only human, and, 
therefore, it is not wise to give them excessively trying children, or 
those whose habits almost preclude love being given to them. Thus 
it is but a small remnant that can be boarded-out. 

The question still remains how best to bring up the bulk of the 
children whose guardian is the State. I venture to answer that 
small cottage homes are the best solution — homes which should not, if 
possible, take more than twelve in number of the comparatively 
permanent children, or twenty of the “ ins and outs.” These latter 
require special provision, as the following figures will show. 

Between the Lady Days of 1893—94, 608 children were admitted 
into the Forest Gate schools and 543 discharged. Of these : 


477 

children were admitted once .... 

% m Iff 

20 

7 , „ twice .... 

. ‘10 

K) 

„ „ 3 times . . . . 

. ‘18 

t> 

f> 

77 „ 4 times . . . . 

, . 12 

5 

7 , „ * 5 times . . . . 

. 25 

1 

,, „ 6 times . . . . 

6 


C08 

and, writes the clerk, Mr. Lough, to whose courtesy I am indebted 
for these figures : 

“ There is no doubt that the number of duplicate admissions would have 
been greater but for the operation of the beneficial rule of having only one 
admission day in a fortnight. For instance, A. T. was admitted witli 
pai'ents to the Poplar Workhouse eleven times during the year, but could 
only be sent to the schools on four occasions.** 

It requirea a knowledge not only of the poor Ibut of the criminal 
and degraded classes to imagine such lives as. these little “ ins and 
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outs ” live. As ‘‘ ins they fret and rebel against a discipline which 
is too general and too unloving to have for them any attraction. 
They sow seeds of sin in fruitful soil, teach tricks and describe wrongs 
of which it is a shame men should speak. As “ outs ” they escape 
all law, get scanty and irregular food, and play havoc with the poor 
physique with which they started. To them the State owes special 
care, if for no better reason, so ihat it may not support them ultimately 
as prisoners or paupers. In small cottage homes they would have the 
best chance. There, under the close supervision of the home mother 
they might develop their germs of good and their individual characters, 
and learn that it is righteousness alone which exalteth an in- 
dividual as well as a nation. Handicraft might be made interesting, 
and the hope of earning something take the place of the desire of 
besting somebody. 

Careful study of the diet suitable to half-starved frames might 
ftave much doctor’s stuff ; for there can be no doubt that part of the 
ill-health that afflicts the ins ” comes from the over-working of tile 
digestive organs that are used to go on short commons when their 
owners are “ outs.’^ 

Cottage homes also would allow of tho classification that all Poor-law 
reformers agree to be necessary ; and it must be remembered that 
classification does not necessarily mean that all of a sort should be 
put together. We can picture a cottage home ruled by a working- 
woman as its mother, containing the helpful girl of fifteen, the weeny 
babe of three, the delicate child to whom the cosiest seat must always 
be given, the cripple who must be helped to school. 

We can imagine the resources that would be called forth in the 
elder girls as they protect and guide, teach and scold the younger; 
and tho affection developing into restraining love that the smaller 
might lavish on the big of the family. In the economic system there 
seems often to be no work for the mentally afflicted ; but it is work 
to create tenderness, and their place in the cottage home would be 
to draw out pity and to foster consideration for the helpless. 

The cottage homes could be built in groups, if that were best, around 
a sort of village green, with a school, an infirmary, a store, a laundry, 
in common, much as they are arranged at Dr. Barnardo’s Village Home 
at Ilford. In some cases the cottage mothers would be unmarried or 
widows, in others the husband might be the village shoemaker, black- 
smith, cowkeeper, gardener, tailor, or farm labourer. In some cott;^tges 
where the father could help to manage, boys might live with the 
girls, and brothers and sisters be brought up in natural proximity. 
In other cases the sexes might be best kept apart, and meet only at 
school or pl&y. Or it may be found possible to avoid the pauper 
colony altogether, and plant the homes separately, in. houses that 
already exist and could be made available. 
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Some of the Guardians have already adopted cottage homes, and 
those who have sing loud songs in praise of the system. Some 
advocate twelve as the number for each cottage, some thirty-two as at 
Hornchurch, or forty or sixty as at Banstead. For myself I would 
submit that the lower number is the best, inasmuch as it more 
closely resembles the natural family, few of us being blessed with the 
parentage of more than twelve children ; and because, also, there are 
more women of good hearts to be found whose brain power is equal 
to the guidance of a small number of individuals, but who, if given 
more to manage, would either get confused or take refuge in the 
making of law that killeth. But the exact number is less important 
than the principle that each home should be small enough to allow of 
personal care and individual development. 

The children may yet be dealt with in a third way. They could 
be placed in small homes, managed by ladies or gentlemen, to whom 
the Guardians could pay the Gs*. or 7s'. a week which is allowed for 
each pauper child when they are undertaken by other institutions. 
For educational purposes the children could go to the Board School, and 
thus learn, by mixing with outside lads and lasses, some of the 
lessons that only come from friendship and contact. Such homes are 
not difficult to manage, and the delight and interest that they bring 
into the lives of all concerned is not inconsiderable. The ladies who 
have done this work could tell of worries, it is true, but their longer 
stories would be of joy and hope ; while the children's growth in 
good and the development of their individual characters is in itself an 
evidence of their happiness. 

Such a home is shortly to be started by Mr. E. B. Sargant, one of 
the first residents in Toynbee Hall, who, after giving six years of his 
life to the practical study of methods of education, by maintaining an 
elementary school in his own house, is now going to open a certified 
home for the orphans of pauper parents. To quote his own words, 
he “is about to investigate one of the most vital of State problems — 
namely, how far the tendencies of the pauper class are hereditary; or, 
to put it in good Anglo-Saxon, ‘ will breeding overcome birth ? ’ ” 


Thk Cost of Palper Ciuldrex. 

The cost of maintaining children in barrack school buildings is 
large. At Ashford it amounts to £31 1.9. Ad , ; at Forest Gate, to 
£25 i25. 2rZ. ; at the Central London Schools, to £36 8^. ; at the 
North Surrey Schools, to £30 8s. 8d. All these figures are exclusive 
of the capital charges and of the repayment of interest, or principal, 
of the loans raised for improvement purposes. But it cannot be 
argued that the cost of cottage homes will be much less. At Horn- 
church, where the Shoreditch Guardians have built a delightful 
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children’s village, the cost of each inmate is £25 17s. At the 
Banstead Village Home, belonging to the Kensington and Chelsea 
Union, the cost per annum per child is £25 los. 8r2., and these 
figures, like those taken above, are exclusive of capital charges and 
interest. But if the system is not much cheaper, *it can yet be 
aflSrmed that it is more suitable for its purpose. 

The barrack system has failed — failed to keep the children healthy 
while at school, failed to turn them out bright, self-reliant, industrious 
men and women, failed in economy for the ratepayers, failed in 
happiness for the children, failed to help them to develop their 
individuality, or to teach them to love, which, after all, is the corner- 
stone of every staple system of education. 

Only a few of these indictments can be brought against the village 
homes. They are not economical, but, so far as time has allowed ex- 
perience, the smaller number enables a higher standard of health to be 
reached and maintained, and allows a greater scope for the treatment 
of difficult or peculiar characters. In the case of those children who 
can be boarded out, both thought and experience unite, to commend 
that system, but when legally it cannot be done, cottage homes, or 
small certified schools, with their opportunities for classification and 
affectionate supervision, should, I venture to think, be adopted. 

As immediate practical proposals I would submit — 1st, That the 
Local Government Board refuse to allow additional building to be 
made to Barrack Schools ; 2ud, That all now school buildings should 
be built on the cottage system ; 3rd, .That, when possible, existing 
barrack-school buildings should be taken and used as asylums, 
infirmaries, or other institutions where the numbers have necessarily 
to.be large. 

But before conviction comes inquiry, and before laws are made 
public opinion has to be educated. Thus I would urge that the 
Government should forthwith appoint a Iloyal Commission or other 
method of public investigation to inquire .as to the welfare of the 
children in the schools ; a Commission that, including a woman or two, 
would go untiringly into the details, which to the State child means 
happiness, character, health, ‘growth, and capacity for fliture earning; a 
Commission that would consider the rates and those who pay them, 
and weigh well whether the palatial schools were not “ hard on the 
ratepayer,^^ inasmuch as they fail to make the children healthy, 
wise, and glad when young, or useful, wealthy, and independent when 
grown to their full estate. Henrietta 0. Barnett. 

[Since these pages were written the President oF the Local Government 
Board has promised that the barrack system shall form the subject of a 
public inquiry, either by Royal Commission or by a Committee of the 
House of Commons.] 



HOW WE THINK OF TONES 
AND MUSIC. 


P SYCHOLOGISTS as well as musicians have many times been 
misled in their judgment concerning musical ability in persons 
who seemed to possess a perfectly clear idea of the tones, chords, 
harmonies, and modulations of a musical piece without, however, 
truly comprehending the music as a whole ; they may even enjoy 
each chord or interval by itself, may be delighted with the sound they 
hear, without finding any peculiar edification in an artistic musical 
performance. A closer examination often shows that in these people 
the ability is wanting to comprehend the mass of tones and chords as 
one connected whole, to find out the organic union in the succession 
of sounds. Such persons may be unusually skilled in the science of 
tones, but are Jievertheless absolutely unmusical. Who knows how 
many people who daily astonish us by their clever talk on the most 
complicated compositions and by the most thorough analysis they are 
able to give of them, do not belong to this class, and are not at 
bottom quite deaf to all the beauties of the divine art ? But whether 
we can in all cases exactly distinguish such people from real musicians 
or not, an insight into the psychical structure of their mind will 
facilitate our reaching a definite conclusion. 

How do we think of tones at all ? Surely, we are not all alike, 
and the tones in our mind have as different shapes as words and their 
meaning. Just as in hearing the word “justice” one may think of 
the law-court, another of the characters in which the word is written, 
while a third hears it spoken in his mind ; so in tiibiking of a tone, 
one associates it with the written note or the key-board, the 
other with the motion necessary to play it on an instrument, the 
third is satisfied with the sound alone. The individual whose mind 
^cts according to the first of these habits is evidently a visualiser in 
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tones, and is of greatest interest to an outside observer when he has 
become a virtuQ|o in his peculiarity. In teaching thorough bass, or 
studying it with others in the same class, where it is intended for 
general education only, you may be able to observe him' at his best. 
He will write the most remarkable exercises, in which even the 
severest critic could not find the slightest mistake ; he will find 
the greatest delight in reading music-notes without playing them, 
and yet in execution he will fail, and as a listener he will remain 
cool and indifferent. lie is a virtuoso in inventing written music- 
notes ; but a musician he certainly is not. Of course this unusual 
music-writing ability is not necessarily opposed to musical ability, 
but the fact that the former is at times directly opposed to the latter, 
and xiec %^ersd, is in itself remarkable enough. 

To illustrate this difference I may mention an incident which has 
struck me and others as showing the complexity of a seemingly very 
simple psychical action. As a boy I was once asked to write down 
the note A,” which 1 was naturally expected to bo able to do, as I 
had played the piano for nine years. To my own and others’ surprise 
I did not in the least know on which of the five lines to place the 
point, until it occurred to me to put a point on and between each 
line, among which nine points I at once found out the A.” Thus 1 
knew the way from the written note “ A ” to the corresponding “ A ” 
of the key-board ; but rny mind would not work backwards in the 
same way until after deliberate practice. This might also be duo to 
the fact that in playing we not only recognise the notes each one by 
. itself, but also — and sometimes chiefly — by their respective position. 
How far this is tlie case is clearly shown by the difficulty of playing 
MS. music, where the relative position of the notes is not so strictly 
maintained as in printed music. But the above-mentioned failure is 
so striking that even practised players, who arc not accustomed to 
write music, may try the experiment with the highest and deepest 
notes, and the result, I am sure, will be the same. 

Another type of mind is that which thinks of tones only in con- 
nection with the movements employed in playing such tones on the 
instrument. This ^u?/f7-type is only with difficulty to be distinguished 
from the corresponding type, for one can think of music as a 

whole — not only of single tones and chords each by itself — in exactly 
the same wav, and associate it with instrumental movements. To 
make clear my point, I will illustrate this type by instances that came 
under my own notice at different times. After a first performance 
of Meyerbeer’s ‘‘ L’Africaine ” in a provincial town, a gentleman who 
had been present played on his return home, to a party of friends in 
whose company he had been, different themes from the opera for 
about half an hour without interruption. Great was the admiration 
of <^'s audience, who exclaimed: “ What a memory; what great 
^ musical talent 1 ” Being only superficially acquainted with the music. 
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they did not notice that his examples were not quite correct, and that 
he only played just the beginnings of various motives, all else being 
his own combination of them. Some time after it sfruck his friends 
that he had in no degree improved in his improvisations from thft 
opera, but quite the contrary ; knowing the opera, as they now did, 
better, they found fault with his playing, until at last his “ liberties 
became absolutely intolerable. The disillusionment was complete 
when they found out that the musical memory of the quasi-musical • 
genius had, after all, not only been far* inferior to their own, which 
had improved in time, but that he was also scarcely able to repeat 
singing what he had played just a minute before. In one word, the 
“ genius” turned out to be what is commonly called entirely unmusical. 
And this same individual played for hours without interruption and 
without mistake from beginning to end. You sot him down before 
the piano, and his fingers were at once set in motion over the key- 
board, always producing the most pleasing harmonies. An artist of 
finger-movements, but not a musician. I should compare him to 
certain laureates of verse who offer their service of making poems for 
certain occasions on any given subject, and who actually write them 
with astonishing skill and in a very short time, and yet are no poets, 
and never produce anything approaching to poetry. Our finger- 
artist is an analogue to these word-artists. Another man whom I 
knew as a player came under my observation for many years. He 
also had this capacity for improvising to a great extent, sitting for 
hours at the piano, always varying his working out of new themes 
into new combinations. Ho also called forth unbounded admiration, 
and great expectations were attached to his future career. Yet, 
the longer one observed him the more one got the impression that 
nothing would come out of his playing ; it was a perpetual trifling, with 
no soul in it. In his daily life he lost himself entirely in his tone- 
combinations, and nobody could get him to serious work. He never 
composed anything, had limited inventive powers, and lived continually 
in a juste milieu of harmonious sounds that never led to any worthy 
productions and never would lead to them. He could not, it is true, 
be called unmusical ; but yet his music was far inferior to what one 
would have expected from, his ^improvisations. His musical ability 
was overpowered, as it were, by his skill in the movements of tone- 
production. And this is a circumstance that in some degree may 
happen to the greatest musician, and may explain the fact that it is 
not considered quite correct for a composer to compose on the piano j 
the usual conventional finger-movements of a practised player, which 
he is accustomed to execute, interfere with the freedom, the inventive 
power .of his imagination, and he gets chords and modulations into 
his composition which are only the muscular reminiscence of what 
he has played from the compositions of others. 

A third tone-type is satisfied with the tone as such, and associates 
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nothing with it. It may be that to this class those persons belong 
who possess the remarkable memory for pitch of tones (the absolutes 
Tongcddelitniss of the Germans), which is, as we know, quite inde- 
pendent of the memory for melody. This extraordinary power of 
accurately remembering the pitch of tones has recently been designated 
as memory for timbre. What we really recognise or judge of is not 
the height of tone as such, but the peculiar timbre it assumes in 
.certain pitches, by which timbre we indirectly recognise the height 
or depth of a tone. ' This fact has been brought to light by Professor 
Kries, through observations which showed the manifest difference of 
judgment according to the variety of timbre produced by different 
instruments. Thus, a person who recognises the pitch of a tone on 
a trumpet may fail to recognise it on the violin. We all know that 
the tone, say E,* sounds much higher when sung by a bass voice 
than sung by a tenor ; it sounds higher on tlie P-trumpet than on 
the 0-trumpet ; higher on the G-string than on the D-string of a 
violin ; and it is significant that, while speaking of these examples, 
we involuntarily call the timbres high- and low-sounding ; although 
the height is always the same, the tone only sounds as if it were 
different. In no instrument is this so clearly shown as in the 
clarionet, where even musicians of little experience will easily recog- 
nise the pitch by means of the different timbre, which may bo divided 
into three quite distinct regions. 

A peculiar instance of mental tone-representations has recently 
been made known to me by a gentleman who could not hear tones 
or music without at the same time imagining their proper pitch. 
Should it happen that he thinks Ihe tone just heard is E flat, while 
at the same time he sees the violinist touch the open E string, his 
pleasure would be entirely spoiled, so strictly is his hearing depen- 
dent on imagination of tones in their proper pitch. 

It is self-evident that judgment of pitch requires that the tone in 
its pitch must be fixed somehow ; the vast realm of sound with its 
indefinite possibilities of distinction must be brought to a certain 
definite standard. To this end the human voice is entirely insufficient, 
for it admits of all tones and intervals, and subjects them, moreover, 
to all the changes of physical condition. But the instrument serves 
this purpose : it strictly settles the tone in its pitch and furnishes the 
required starting-point for definite judgment. It is also remarkable 
that people who do not play any instrument, but are musical, have 
little or no memory for pitch, unless they judge of pitch indirectly by 
means of the efforts they have to make when singing the tone in 
question. In teaching how to sing, the aid of an instrument is indis- 
pensable ; and here again its use makes us acquainted with a long 
order of definite tones which enables us to think of them more clearly, 
to hold them in our memory more distinctly, than it would ever be 
possible to do without its aid. Now the elaboration of a whole system 
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of tones wholly depend? upon our clear ideas of themCroiivorstellunffcn,) 
and as these ideas in their clearness and definiteness depend upon the 
use of instruments it is evident that the facts of our tone-system are 
a practical product based on the nature of instruments. This system 
has grown out of the structure of the player’s hands and lips rather 
than of the ear or voice or the laws of sound. Only in so far as the 
production of tones by instruments depends upon the natural laws of 
sound and vibration does the system also indirectly depend upon them, 
but it modifies the abstract rules of physics according to the practi- 
cability of the instrument.* 

I have come to this conclusion now, which I confess is somewhat 
out of the way of my original task, merely from psychological consi- 
derations connected with the present subject; and it appears to me 
like an approval from an outsider when I remember that ethnological 
researches have brought me to the same result. 

Wo have spoken of different psychical types, by which wo under- 
stood the different forms in which we represent tones in ^our mind 
when merely thinking of them — forms whicli vary according to the 
associations of tones with other thoughts or mental pictures. We have 
also seen that this ability of mentally representing tones does not 
make up the musical mind. Music, as a whole, is something more 
than all tones taken together, and we may be able to have tones in 
our mind without having music. Now the question arises, may not 
the contrary condition also be possible — cannot we have music in our ^ 
mind without tones ? 

Such a question seems a contradiction in itself, for whatever else 
music may be besides tones, tones form an indispensable element of 
it; but an understanding, and oven a good memory for music, is 
nevertheless possible without clavr idccis of the tones of which it is 
composed. To elucidate this, I will mention an interesting and un- 
conscious disclosure of such psychic mechanism which I .lately 
observed in a musical friend of mine. While sitting with him in 
lively conversation, the discussion turned upon Leoncavallo’s “ I 
Vagliacci.” “ How does the opera begin ? he suddenly asked, “ it 
is such a striking theme ” ; and while endeavouring to bring it . back 
to his mind, he said, “ It is like this,^’ and moved his finger in a 
straight line in the air, suddenly finishing the motion with a zigzag 
movement, accompanying the whole performance by an indiscriminate 
whispering. This movement was evidently the only remnant of the 

* The musical system may be comijared to the grammar of the language. Nobody 
ever invented the grammar and compelled the people to speak accordingly ; but lan- 
guage was first sp^en in a certain way an^ then systematised. Therefore a system 
can as little as a grammar be an entirely free invention, and if it were it would be 
good for nothing. It can only be the registration, the arrangement of a material that 
had already existed, and in the production of which the means of production and its 
purpose can have been the only formative principle. This once accomplished, nobody 
can entirely throw the sy.stem aside : and people (or in the case of music the artists) 
htill continue to contribute, througn new productions, to changes and variations of 
the material, which the systematise! has invariably to take into account afterwards. ' 
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music in his mind, and repeating' it several times he, at last, succeeded 
in quoting the phrase quite recognisably to any one who knew it. 

When he had found it, he was himself surprised. Fanoy, he said, 
how one can bring a tilne back to one s mind by thinking. He was 
not aware that the unconscious association with movements helped 
him to restore to his memory what otherwise would have been lost. 
It will also be observed that the notes of the passage themselves give 
a figure whose outline would correspond to the movement shown in 
the air by my friend ; but it was not this note-picture which he re- 
produced with his finger, and of which he knew nothing, but the 
picture of the movement which ho originally and directly associated 
with the music. I say the music, not the tones, for he had no clear 
idea of the tones ; he was not quite decided whether the passage in 
question had a chromatic or diatonic scale, and did not quite know 
whether it ended in the interval of a fourth or a third. His musical 
example had the same indecision in it as the singing of savages, and 
I am sure that in his quotation, although I did not measure the 
tones, third and quarter tones must liavo occurred. But the perform- 
ance was so quick and indistinct that its slight mistakes did not in 
the least interfere with the impression which it gave as a whole. 

This instance is only a confirmation of the rule that we retain music 
in our mind just as we hear it. In the most cases, we do not dis- 
tinctly perceive cccry tone, and yet we get the whole framework, as 
it were, of the music into our mind, and recall it by means of this 
* framework ; we recall the music, as a whole, although not quite dis- 
tinctly and definitely in all its elements. And we hear or perceive 
music just as it is actually played, i.c., with numerous omissions, 
various mistakes and involuntary variations such as the greatest 
artist, the best orchestra cannot help making sometimes. If we were 
to catch a musical performance, even of a first-rate instrumentalist, 
by means of a phonograph, and then slowly reproduce and analyse it, 
we should very likely be astonished to see how incorrectly he played. 
And yet his performance was good enough for the general impression, 
and even the most attentive hearer might not have been annoyed by 
its inaccuracies. It is not otherwise with the music we have in our 
mind ; in it are all the defects, and very likely still more, of its 
execution. This sufiiciency of even a slightly defective performance 
can only be explained by the fact that the single tones and chords 
are not the only elements of which music consists ; there are also the 
rhythm, the time, and the different shades of increasing and decreas- 
ing force, which count for as much in the general character of a 
music-piece as the single tones ; they are what I 'should call the 
expressive powers of music. Indeed in the beginning of music 
(historically speaking) they are even more important than the single 
tones. We know from many trustworthy reports of travellers that 
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most savages do not, as a rule, carefully settle the single tones of a 
melody, ‘‘•they tap as it were in the dark, change the tones at any 
repetition, sharpen the intervals when under excitement, flatten them 
when fatigued, and use all sorts of intermediate third and quarter 
tones which are most difiicuTt' to reproduce by the modern musician. 
This is not due to a difference of system — for they have no regular 
system — ^but to the same incapacity of distinctly representing the tones 
in their mind which I noticed in my above-mentioned highly civilised 
musical friend. Thus we may say from a psychological as well as 
from an ethnological point of view (ontogenetically and phylogenetic- 
ally as the biologist would say), that not ready-made tones led 
men to music, but the other elements of music compelled men to 
include tone (first indistinct, then distinct) as one of them. 

If it is not necessary then to entirely grasp each tone in order to 
quite understand music, why, it might be asked, were tones brought 
into a strict system at all ? why do we keep our compositions within 
it, if — exaggerating the question — a simple noise would be as effec- 
tive as it actually was among savages in primitive time, for oven this 
organised noise had its expressive powers? The reasons for this 
transition are : 

First, the impulse of an economic principle, just as urgent and 
effective in our mental life as in nature. As in our mind single cou- 
ceptions serve our intellectual economy — for they express in one short 
term what could otherwise only be said in a long and troublesome 
succession of words — so in music distinct tones and chords, ready- 
made modes and intervals, express in much shorter time, by more 
simple means and with more chance of effect, what otherwise could 
only be uttered through a long and exhausting effort of vigour and 
work. We may obtain the highest emotional gratification in a 
concert of four stringed instruments of one hour's duration, and still 
be equal to exertion of any kind and amount. Savages take the 
whole evening and night (or several of them) with an army of instru- 
ments and performers in order to laboriously work tlieraselves up to 
an iqppiration which only ends in perfect exhaustion. And I very 
much doubt whether their art, although more extensive in quantity, 
is more intensive in quality. 

The second reason for the transition from noise to music lies in 
the need felt for variety. Without doubt there is more variety 
possible with distinct figures than with a gliding shapeless mass* .The 
possibility of combinations with distinct tones and chords is indefinite ; 
with mere noise there is almost none at all. Whenever we take into 
consideration tHe important part which the strong desire for variety 
in primitive art played among savages, we cannot help acknowledging 
this as the chief formative principle in the structure of music. An 
artist who would teach the people new games and new songs, a man 
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with ingenious imagination, could easily win the hearts of almost 
eVery savage ” population, would willingly be acknowledged the^ 
superior, be admired and almost worshipped by everybody. In this 
way at least trustworthy accounts speak of the natives of Africa, 
Australia, and the South Sea Islands. 

But this only by the way. We have seen in what relation our 
ideas of tones {Tonvorstellung) stand to those of music (Musilcvor^ 
stellunffjj that the capacity for the one does not necessarily imply 
the capacity for the other, that they are not in direct proportion to* 
each other, and that the first assumes different shapes in the minds 
of different individuals. Is not the same the case with our ideas of 
music as a whole ? Or, in other words, how do we think of music ? 
We can distinguish different mental types of music representation as 
in tone representation. One may associate music — without Clearly 
thinking of its tones — with visual pictures, landscapes, scenes, &c. ; 
another with motions (as employed in playing, or dance movements, 
or jin acting) ; a third has no kind of association, and is satisfied 
with the sound alone. But it cannot emphatically enough be stated 
that a certain tone typo does not invariably imply a music type of 
the same class. Thus one may be a visualise!* when thinking of 
music, but may belong to the motor type when endeavouring to clearly 
represent and to follow each tone and chord, and vice versd,. Not 
every musician constantly tries to get all the elements into his mind 
when he listens to music, very often they are only 'the means of 
putting him into an emotional state of high inspiration, which is as 
such and in itself more valuable to him than the clear idea of the 
tones, A good musician will nevertheless be able to retain the tones 
in his memory — even if they are not especially attended to during 
the performance, and then he may think of these tones in whichever 
way is peculiai' to ^him. But if we ask to which mental type a 
musician belongs we shall always have to distinguish between his 
mental representations of tones and those of music. 

Which of these representations has the most significance for the 
musical mind ? This is a question the decision of which maj^ vary 
according to the character of the composition under consideration, or 
even of the period of musical history. It will vary according to the com- 
poser’s habit of considering these tone- elements by themselves apart 
from, or in addition to, the consideration for the music as a whole. 
We may follow these differing degrees of concern on the part of the 
composer through different periods, and may say that in considering 
the rank of tone-representation (Tonvorstellung) and music-represen- 
tation (Miisikvorst ell ling) in classical compositions prebedence must as 
a rule be given to the former. If, how^ever, we think of modern 
romantic music, it will be quite otherwise. Take a number of 
^ characteristic chords out of Mozart’s ‘*Don Juan” and of Wagner’s- 
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Eing des Nibelungen/' and you will at once see the difference. In 
Mozart’s work more care is taken with the single stones of the build^ 
ing, and yet Wagner’s work is richer in its entirety. Consequently, 
in appreciating the two works, or in letting portions of them pass 
through our mind, the psychological attitude will have to be different 
in each case, and I can fancy that not everybody will at once be able 
to assume the appropriate one. This may partly explain the difficulty 
a composer has to overcome when taking to entirely new paths, and 
may excuse the obstinate resistance often shown by a part of the 
public. It was not willing or not able to change the attitude of mind 
towards the work of art. I remember an incident which was related 
to me when Wagner first conducted his “ Lohengrin ” in Vienna. 
The double-bass-players were at that time not able to bring 
out the passages precisely as they were written. Naturally they 
expected from Wagner a serious reproval after the first rehearsal ; 
but as nothing of that kind was forthcoming they voluntarily apolo- 
gised for their insufficient rendering of the part. But Wagner 
thought it did not matter at all ; as long as only the general effect 
were produced, a few tones more or less would not make any differ- 
ence. We need not make capital out of this opinion ; it was certainly * 
not meant as a dogmatic principle that all music should be played in 
this way, but merely that in this case the chief point of the composi- 
tion was not each of the tones, but some other and larger effect not 
altogether dependent on them. I do not think, however, that a 
similar principle could equally be applied to any composition by 
Mozart, and we must certainly be very careful with each tone when 
playing a fugue by Bach, otherwise all would go wrong. I also do 
not say that one principle is the right one and the other the wrong ; 
they are both justified, and the. free choice lies with the composer’s 
genius. I can well understand now the confession of a very musical 
friend that most sonatas of the classical school and all oratorios and 
masses did not give him the least satisfaction, while he thoroughly 
enjoyed and understood all modern, and especially opera music. He 
took the composition all in all and did not stick to single parts. It 
is easily intelligible why the old composers were so anxious to 
indicate the mode in which the piece was written, a custom which 
composers like Berlioz and Liszt never took the trouble to follow. It 
evidently served to facilitate the Tonvimtclliinrj — to enable tho 
hearer to follow all the chords and transitions in their proper pitch 
and thus to get a clear idea of the tone-elements. Now let us fancy 
a musician who has been used for many years to this methpd, listening 
unprepared to a concert where Berlioz and Wagner are performed ; 
he mmt fail to find the artistic beauty of it, and then will follow the 
characteristic verdict such as used to amuse us at the time of their 
first appearances. I well remember an occasion when, on coming out 
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of a Wagner concert, I overheard two musicians of the old school 
exchange their impressions. “ Francis,” said one, “ could you always 
follow the harmonies ; did you ever know in which mode the passages 
were written — which kind of chord was struck — when the themes 
began and ended, and if you happened to know it for a moment, could 
you follow the subsequent transitions ? ” “ No,” said Francis. “ Now 

you see what rubbish this Wagner writes.” Francis and his friend 
were evidently accustomed to listen to music by grasping each of the 
tone-elements without ever getting the remotest idea of the .whole as 
such. Overwhelming theoretical considerations drowned the artistic 
effect in its totality. Failing the perception of the tone-element they 
had no impression whatever, except that of an indiscriminate noise to 
which not seldom the music of the new school was compared. Insig- 
nificant as this incident may seem, we shall think more highly of the 
underlying psychological principle if we remember that the celebrated 
composer Cherubini’pronounced Berlioz’s Requiem — his most melodious 
and popular composition — as being no music at all ; to such a degree 
can even a composer fail to find out the musical beauty in its totality 
when he once critically begins to stick to the elements. 

We have spoken at such length of all the single tone-elements as 
differing from the music as a whole that we may expect to be 
questioned as to the natural conditions for this discrimination. In 
answjBr we are bound to say that every attempt at an explanation can 
only be disappointing. We can neither measure nor weigh nor analyse 
the impression produced by genuine music, by which I mean some- 
thing more than a clever, skilful tone-combination, nor intentionally 
acquire those qualities, that tendency of mind, which we call musical, 
if Nature has not provided us with the same, if she has not bestowed 
on ns that divine gift Avhich carries us away on the waves of tone into 
those spheres and regions where no earthly trouble prevents the mind 
from unfolding its wings for its full vigorous flight into the world of 
imagination. Depressing and disappointing as it may be for the 
intellect to learn that it can never get to know precisely the secret 
key to the paradise of art, this hindrance will nevertheless remain the 
most valuable part of our poor humanity. For all the charm, all the 
romantic mystery of art would vanish, if we were to catch the divine 
spark under the microscope of science and bury it within the walls of 
OUT intelligent skull. Its boundless freedom alone leaves us the vague 
feeling of general elevation, inexpressible in words and indefinable in 
scholastic systems. Let this precious jewel glitter in all its wondrous 
uncertainty and it will highly reward us for not having taken the veil 
from its face, and for never Jiawing pretended to get the impious 
question answered : What are you ? 


RicnARD Wallaschek. 
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T he Labour movement is no longer a purely Trades Union move- 
ment. Within the brief limits of a few years it has under- 
gone a complete change in its economic faith and political beliefs. 
In this change is to be found the real significance of the recent great 
labour revival ; as it is the most potent fact in current politics. It 
is not too much to say that prior to 1888-0 Trades Unionists had 
not, except in one or two isolated instances, conceived for their 
organisations any functions beyond those of directly regulating their 
conditions of employment. Their economics were those of their 
employers. They freely accepted as an inexorable law of nature, if 
not as the highest ethical precept, the economic formula, “ Buy in 
the cheapest market and sell in the dearest, and did not stop to 
contest its application to the bartering of human labour. All they 
attempted was to reduce the competition between “ the human com- 
modities” to a minimum by organising as effectively as circum- 
stances would allow. So too in their polity. They as readily 
received as gospel the individualistic dicta of ,the Manchester 
exponents, though their logical eilect was to doom the workers to a 
life of unmitigated industrial oppressioti, and held as a dangerous' 
heresy any idea which involved State interference with the conditions 
of employment of male adults. 

But it was not likely that our system of elementary education, 
and our institution of a cheap press would go without their political 
fruits. When workmen could read, the social revolution had begun ; 
and it only needed the persistent propagation by bands of earnest 
Socialists of the fascinating doctrines of social reconstruction to com- 
plete the emancipation of the workmen from their mechanical thought 
and unquestioning political credulity. They soon began to recognise 
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that the oppressive industriar system under which they were toiling 
. was not an idei^l arrangement fixed up ” by Providence. They also 
saw that the science of economics was not, as they had hitherto been 
led to believe, a series of peremptory ethical precepts, but only an 
exposition of the relation between the different factors which then 
happened to operate in the production and distribution of wealth, and 
had to be altered and modified in the light of every additional factor 
which might be introduced from time to time. 

Getting thus far, it was inevitable that their seething discontent 
and new social yearnings should find an outlet. Mr. Hyndman 
prophesied in 1887 that it would be through the channel of a 
‘‘revolution.” lie even fixed 1889 as the year of grace when such 
an event would happen. But then Mr. Hyndman had been making 
a close inquiry into Continental Socialism, and in his ardent study 
of foreign theories and methods had forgotten the innate charac- 
teristics of the Britisher. 

Instead of a “revolution” we* had a series of equally dramatic but per- 
fectly constitutional events. The match-girls, under the able leadership 
of Mrs. Besant and Mr, Herbert Burrows, carried the first outwork for 
the unskilled army in 1888. Then came the colossal but silent victory 
of the gas-workers, followed a few months later by the world-stirring 
episode of the Great Dock Strike. We were on the flood-tide of 
commercial prosperity. What could be done by the down-trodden 
and oppressed docker could be accomplished by all other workers. 
Such was the palpable argument that possessed the minds of the 
toilers from one end of the United Kingdom to the other. Strike 
followed strike ; new union after new union sprang into existence, 
and thousands upon thousands of fresh members rolled into the ranks 
of the older unions. Wages jumped up, hours were reduced, 
“ sweaters ” received their quietus by the hundred, and conditions of 
employment were humanised in all directions. 

So great a movement, dominated by new ideas, could not find full 
expression for its yearnings and its aspirations within the confines of 
the older method3. To the more impatient souls Trades Union action 
on the old lines appeared only to take them up an industrial cul de 
me. But there were others who were less impatient and more 
practical. Though as fully imbued with the new principles, they 
frankly recognised the practical difficulties in the way of their appli- 
cation. They saw in their unions not a fruitless waste of energy, 
as did the more doctrinaire socialists, but a vast power of indispens- 
able importance in the gradual realisation of their ideals. Their 
principles began to take immediate shape in new programmes and 
fresh policies. They at once declared enmity against the old laisser- 
faire school in the political arena, and the “free trade in human 
“labour” theorists in the industrial sphere. Their first notorious 
formula was that the public, through all their administrative depart- 
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ments^ imperial and local, not being subject to tbe vicissitudes of the 
private trader, should be model employers. In tb6 next plasce, they 
declared definitely in favour of State interference with the employ- 
ment of the male adult industrials.” These two far-reaching 
principles formed the fundamental tenets of the new movement. To 
indicate to what extent they have been applied, what new political 
factors they have developed, and the real import of these factors, is 
the chief purpose of this paper. 

The first body to adopt the principle in a modified form of the 
public being a model employer was the late London School Board. 
At the instigation of the two socialist members, Mrs. Besant and 
Rev. Stewart Headlam, it passed a resolution in 1888 to the eflEect 
that in future all contractors should pay “ fair wages ” to their 
workmen. 

It is worthy of note at this point that though the School Board 
thus set an historic example, it has, under the reactionary r(ghm of 
the Diggleites, been the first to put back the hands of the clock. 
By every conceivable device the present Board majority have 
attempted to undo the progressive labour work of their predecessors. 
They have rescinded the schedule setting forth the actual rates of 
wages to bo paid. For a period of many months they steadily 
declined to enforce the payment of the recognised wages by their 
contractors, and referred the complaining workmen to the police courts 
for redress. They have outraged the progressive sentiment of the 
community by employing themselves, and permitting their contractors 
to employ, labourers at labourers^ wages on the recognised work of 
skilled artizans. They have also persistently declined to pay their 
own workmen the recognised Trades Union rates of wages, and to 
work them the recognised hours. This backward step in the 
“public” labour policy is fortunately, however, peculiar to the 
present London School Board, and for that reason, if for no other, 
will, I doubt nqt, be fittingly remembered by the London workmen 
at the next election in November. . 

The most conspicuous example of the public model employer is 
that of the London County Council. They have fixed for their own 
workmen a minimum wage of 2 ks. for a maximum working-week of 
forty-eight hours. Every workman is given the right 'of appeal, in 
the event of any grievance, direct to the committee under whose 
department he may be employed. In the case of the mem employed 
by contractors, the Council have been equally humane. With a full 
consciousness of the terrible miseries arising from the sweating system, 
they have expressly prohibited sub-letting, except in peculiar cases, 
where a special sanction has to be secured. They insist upon the 
payment of the Trades Union wages and a full recognition of tlie 
Trades Union conditions of employment, and severely punish, by the 
imposition of a heavy fine, any breach of contract in this respect. 
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But they have taken a considerable step beyond these purely pro- 
tective ^strictionilt Believing that more efficient workmanship and 
more humane conditions of employment, at a lees cost to the rate- 
payers, can be obtained by eliminating the middleman, they have 
instituted a large Works Department for the performance of work 
direct, without the intervention of the contractor. At present some 
1400 men are employed. The results have so far more than justified 
the expectations. The first work, entered upon in a necessarily 
experimental way, has turned out a great success. In nearly every 
^ instance it has been performed at a considerably less cost than that 
stipulated for in the original tender, without friction with the work- 
men, and much more efficiently than experience has shown to be the 
case when done by the private contractors. In a report which the 
chairman of the Works Committee brought before the Council on 
February 1, 1891, he stated : “ Of fourteen jobs executed by the 
Works Committee, there has been a saving of 12^ per cent, on the 
total of the estimates. The estimates were £20,911 Is. 4(7.; the 
actual has been £18,265 Is. 2(7. The work has been carried out in a 
highly satisfactory manner. There is, I believe, no better work to 
be found in London,'* 

The estimates, it may be explained, were put in competition with 
the tenders of the private contractors, and were in each case lower by 
a considerable amount. It is scarcely too much, perhaps, therefore to 
expect that, encouraged by such favourable results, and under the 
gentle stimulus of a growing opinion, many other public bodies will 
shortly be found following in the footsteps of the London. County 
Council by establishing Works Departments for the performance of 
their own work direct. 

The House of Commons, too, have accepted the model employer 
principle for the several Government Departments. On February 14, 
1891, on the proposal of Mr. Sydney Buxton, M.P., they adopted the 
following resolution : 

“That clauses be inserted in all Government contracts requiring that the 
contractor shall under penalty obseiwe the recognised customs and conditions 
as to rates of wages and ^vorking houi-s that pre.vail in each particular trade, 
and that tho contrfictor shall under penalty be prohibited trom subdetting 
siiiy pcjrtion of hi.s contract, except where the Department concerned 
specitically allows the sub-letting of such special portions of the work as 
would not 1*0 produced or carried out by the contractor in the ordinary 
00111*86 of his business.’* 

This resolution, being somewhat loosely worded, has depended largely 
for its effectiveness upon the sympathy or otherwise of the head of the 
Government. During the late Government comparatively little was 
done to put it rigorously into force. Much more has been done since 
the advent to office of the present Administration. But even yet its 
application is far from being fully satisfactory. A great deal of 
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unnecessary sub-letting is still alloweifl, and^many contractors are per- 
mitted to employ their men under what the Trades Fnionists designate 
“ unfair ” conditions. At the present time the London Trades Council * 
have a special committee sitting, whose object is to draw up a report 
and a series of recommendations to the Government for the satisfactory 
compliance with the spirit of the resolution. 

In the meantime, tliough the Government has not nearly reached 
the level of a ** fair house,” a good deal has been done in the direction 
of humanising the conditions of employment of the men directly 
engaged by several of the departments. Mr. Campbell Bannerman, 
for example, has conceded the eight-hours day to the Ordnance and 
Small Arms Factories, but, unfortunately, has thought fit to accompany 
this progressive step by an order prohibiting the right of public 
meeting to the employees of the Small Arms and Powder Factories. 
This is a matter of grave import to the present Administration, 
especially after Mr. Campbell Bannerman’s own declaration, that “ the 
Government should be in the first flight of employers.” If freedom 
of speech and the right of public meeting are good for the workers 
of the private employer, they are eriually good for the public 
employees, and will therefore have to be frankly conceded if the 
Government are not to draw down upon their heads the anger of the 
whole labour movement. The wages under the War Department are 
still unsatisfactory, but the minimum for the unskijled labourers has 
been raised from 17s. to 19s. per week. i 

The eight-hours day has been adopted under the Admiralty, and 
wages have been slightly raised by Lord Spencer, but for unskilled 
labourers they are still one shilling below Mr. Charles Booth’s poverty 
line of a guinea per week. 

The condition of things in the Post Office has been slightly 
modified by Mr. Arnold Morley, but they, too, are still far below a 
satisfactory level. Mr. Morley has refused to reinstate all the post- 
men who were so ruthlessly dismissed the service by Mr. Baikes for 
exercising their right of combination. Conditions of employment 
are in a lamentably unsatisfactory state at the Post Office, Telegraph 
stores and workshops; and the mail-cart drivers in the employment of 
the Post Office contractors are still required to work under most 
objectionable conditions. 

So that, practically, all that can be fairly said is, that the Govern- 
ment recognise the model employer principle, but have only taken the 
preliminary step for its full application.* 

A very large number of provincial bodies have given practical 
sanction to the principle of their own and their contractors’ working 
under the recognised Trades Union conditions of employment. Accord- 

* For full details of what labour^ reforms the Government have and have not 

accomplished, Fabian Tract Is^o. 49 is an excellent guide. It can be obtained at the 
Officeis of the Society, 276 Strand, W.C. 
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ing to a recent House of Commons Return, moved for by Mr. John 
Burns, M.P., there are 140 Urban Sanitary Authorities in England 
and Wales who now impose in all contracti^ stipulations as to the 
conditions under which men are to be employed. But this return 
does not give any particulars as to Scotland and Ireland. Neither 
does it include any bodies other than the Urban Sanitary Authorities. 
Altogether there are doubtless nearly three hundred public bodies in 
the United Kingdom carrying out the principle in one form or 
another of being the public model employer. 

Further, many Town Councils and others in co-operation with 
Boards of Guardians have started experimental works for the relief 
of the unemployed. 

Labour bureaux, too, have also been formed in different localities 
for the purpose of aiding men to secure employment. 

Then, too, there are those larger municipal experiments, some of 
long standing, but many quite recent and novel. Bristol, for 
instance, has long possessed its own docks ; Glasgow runs a series of 
model lodging-houses ; Huddersfield works its own trams ; while 
many of the municipalities own their gas and water supply. All 
these experiments involve the principle of the public being employer 
of its own labour, and are of supreme importance in view of the 
growing claims that it should be a model employer. But of their 
success or non-success we know little or nothing. Beyond the 
special information regarding the unemployed and • labour bureaux 
experiments in the special Report issued by the Labour Department, 
and the items appearing from time" to time in the Zahour Gazette^ we 
have no available data whatever to guide and direct us. This is to 
be deeply deplored. In a country where we make progress, not in 
the light of any abstract theory, but from experiment to experiment, 
and at a time when the whole tendency is to collective control, it is 
of the highest importance that we should have available in a collected 
form every conceivable detail regarding these experiments, properly 
attested by expert knowledge. 

Acutely feeling this want leads me to suggest the official establishment 
of a Local Government and Poor Laio Gazette, We have our Labour 
Gazette^ controlled by men who are experts in the matters with which 
they deal. They have already been able to render very great service 
to the community by the valuable and properly attested character of 
their information. To take three instances only. The masterly 
Report alluded to, which they issued on the Unemployed,” while it 
brought sad disappointment to the unduly optimistic, was the meuns 
of effectively preventing a repetition of many perfectly futile experi- 
ments. * It was the best possible antidote to the wild and demoralising 
remedies for the unemployed problem proposed by several well- 
intentioned but hopelessly impracticable philanthropists. Again, the 
flood of statistical light that the Labour Department were able to 
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i^hrow upon the conditions of employment in the shipping and mining 
industries contributed largely to the ultimate settlement of both the 
Hull and the mining lock-outs. In each case they presented bottom 
factS| and thus prevented exaggerated statements on either side 
warping the public judgment. Similarly might we have reliable 
knowledge presented to us of all the municipal experiments, helping 
us to pursue the right path, to avoid precarious pitfalls, and to differ- 
entiate between that policy which makes for waste, friction, and 
anarchy and that which makes for economy and social well-being. 
Cannot the President of the Local Government Board do something ? 

Belief in the principle of State interference with adult males has 
grown by leaps and bounds. It has already been stated that the 
opinion of the workers has swung round on the subject. So too, very 
largely, has the opinion of both political parties. Especially has the 
Liberal, party gone ahead. Up to a few years ago the average Liberal 
conceived no higher purpose in politics than to merely go on ever 
developing and repairing the political machine. They frankly declared 
that the State was not to do anything for the workers that the workers 
could do for themselves. Then, with a rich though grim humour, they 
practically put everything the toilers wanted into this latter category, 
Wheq^ at last the workers awoke and talked of using the machinery, 
many of the older Liberals grew much alarmed, and spoke in terms of 
loud lament about infringing the basic principles of society. 

That this is not quite the case now maybe gathered from Mr. Asquith’s 
statement at the recent great meeting in St. James’s Hall, that — 

“ Politics are becoming less and less a question of constant and mechanical 

miiTangcment Politics, if they are a pursuit worthy of intelligent 

and high-minded men, are, in the long run, the science and the art of social 
well-being, and depend upon it that it is only in so far as the policy and 
the proposals of this party or that tend in the long run- -I will not say to 
equalise people’s position before the law, but to equalise their opportunities 
of attaining and enjoying the elementary conditions of a humane and 
civilised life — it is in that degree and to that extent that, when they come 
to be arraigned before the bar of history, they will stand or they will fall.” 

If more tangible evidence be needed of the sweeping character of 
the change, it can easily be found. Two or three examples will, 
however, suffice. The Factory Act of Mr. Matthews imposes con- 
ditions for the protection of men as well as women, young persons 
^nd children. The Bill recently introduced by Mr. Asquith, and no^ 
before the House, goes a great deal further. It seeks to extend 
protection to dock and riverside workers, and confers upon the Home 
Secretary the power to prohibit employment of workers, if he thinks 
necessary, in a trade “ certified .... to be dangerous or injurious 
to health, or dangerous to life and limb.” The Bill also prohibits the 
use of lead or arsenic in tinning or enamelling of iron hollow ware*. 

Again, the Employers’ Liability Bill, introduced last Session, 
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declined to sanction the individualistic practice of contracting out/^ 
and also extended the principle of liability so as to include “ injuriea 
to health ” caused by an unhealthy trade. 

Probably the most striking illustration of the rapid growth of »lhe 
belief in the efficacy of State interference is that afforded by the 
Miners’ Eight-hours Bill. In 1887 the vast body of miners regarded 
the proposal of limiting their hours of labour by legislative enactment 
as wild^ utopian, uneconomic, and opposed to the best principles, of 
polity. In 1888 opinion seemed more evenly balanced. In 1889 
there was a majority of miners in favour. In 1 890 the first Bill was 
introduced, but overwhelmingly defeated. The same year Mr. Roby, 
Liberal candidate in the Eccles bye-election, found it necessary either 
to support the Miners’ Eight-hours Bill or abandon the contest, and 
chose the former alternative. In 1892 it was defeated by 270 to 161 ; ^ 
but in 1893 it was read a first time by a majority of 279 against 201, 

But working-class opinion has gone very much further in the 
direction of the principle of State interference than is represented by 
these concrete proposals. At the Annual Trades Union Congress held 
last September in Belfast a far-reaching collectivist resolution was 
carried. It set forth, as a “ fighting principle,” that “ all candidates 
receiving financial assistance (from a proposed Parliamentarji fund) 
must pledge themselves to support the principle of collective owner* 
ship and control of all the means of production and distribution, and 
the labour programme as agreed upon from time to time by the 
Congress.” This resolution was finally carried by 150 votes to 32 in 
a congress representing a million organised workers, and may, I think, 
be fairly taken as approximately reflecting the opinions of the working 
classes throughout the country on this crucial subject. 

This great growth in collectivist opinion has necessarily given an 
enormous stimulus to the plea for direct labour representation. It 
is no longer a matter of a few solitary John the Baptists crying in 
the wilderness. The demand for labour representation has become 
general, real, and earnest. Tho whole Trades Union movement has 
definitely declared in its favour. Many of the unions have done 
much more than this. They have expressed their willingness to 
“ pay the piper.” The Amalgamated Society of Engineers, with a 
membership of 71,000, have resolved to raise a Parliamentary fund, 
and already, by means of a single threepenny levy, have provided a 
fund of £800. The National Society of Boot and Shoe Operatives, 
with 30,000 members, have voted to maintain one member. The 
Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants, with a similar member- 
ship, have done likewise. The National Union of Teachers have 
established a fund for promoting the candidatures of two of their 
members. The Amalgamated Society of Tailors have decided to run 
and maintain one of their members. The Tyneside and National 
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Labourers* Union have adopted a similar resolution. Most significant 
of all, perhaps, the cotton operatives, with their vast localised vote in 
Lancashire, have issued a circular to take a ballot on the' question. 
And no one who knows the quiet revolution which has taken place in 
Lancashire working-class opinion can for a moment doubt the issue. 
Highly incensed by the refusal of their present members of Parliament 
to support a legal eight-hours day for textile factories, they are deter- 
mined to take the matter into their own hands. The Dockers* Union 
have given special facilities to their oificials to stand for Parliament, 
and as a result their Secretary, Alderman Ben Tillett, is again 
standing in* Bradford, and Mr. Tom MacCarthy, an organiser, is 
standing against Mr. C. H. Wilson, the Liberal shipowner, in Hull. 
Several of the local miners* associations in the Miners* Federation are 
also contemplating serious candidatures. The Trades Union Congress, 
too, have taken official action ; first at Glasgow, and then at Belfast, 
they resolved to establish a special fund for promoting labour repre- 
sentation, “ independent of either political party.** 

These declarations and decisions, be it understood, are quite apart 
from what may be done by the Independent Labour party primarily 
(though often in co-operation with Trades Unions and other bodies), and 
represent practically new forces called into play since the last General 
Election. What the Independent Labour party may be able to 
accomplish is at present purely problematical. There is, however, as 
Lord Rosebery wisely observed at St. James*s Hall, a growing party 
in the country who say to both parties, ‘‘ A plague on both your 
houses, a plague on all your parties, a plague on all your politics.’* 
The gravity of this development as a factor in existing politics can 
scarcely be exaggerated. It is so dangerous to Liberalism that if it is not 
to be hopelessly swamped in many of the industrial constituencies, the 
Liberal party will have to do much more than prate in pretty plati- 
tudes about the desirability of labour representation. Liberals will have 
to make up their minds very definitely to clear the way for it. It 
is not enough for Lord Rosebery to speak in moving terms of eloquence 
of the new spirit and the fresh forces at work, and then to do nothing 
to give it free expression and definite embodiment in labour repre- 
sentation. His retort may be that he is fully alive to the need, that 
his Cabinet colleagues are favourable, and that Parliament Street is 
yearningly anxious to secure the clear running of labour candidates, 
but that they cannot interfere in the local choice by dictating from 
headquarters. This is very well in theory. But in practice a great 
deal can be done. The supply of ‘‘ undesirable ’* candidates can be 
withheld from Parliament Street, and effective pressure can easily 
be put on to help in the choice if there is a real desire to help Labour 
representation. The Westminster Gazette fully recognised the situation 
when on May 2 it declared : 
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' ‘‘ The situation at tlio present moment is this : everybody on the Liberal 

side is favourable to labour candidates in general, but when it comes to 
any pai'ticular case, everybody alleges that somebody else is unfavourable. 

“The M.P. if tackled on the subject says : *I should bo delighted to make 
way for the labour man, or to stand with him (as the case may be) ; but my 
local chairman of committee won^t hear of it.^ The local chairman says : 

‘ We of the committee should be delighted to ac.cept the labour man ; but the 
fact is that the middle-class electors won’t have him.’ The middle-class 
elector says : ‘We don’t object to the labour man at all; but the truth is 
that the working-classes do not care about being represented by one of their 
own class, and least of all by# this particular candidate.’ We will not men- 
tion names or places ; nor do we suggest that the description given above 
applies to all constituencies where there is a risk of conllictiii^ Liberal and 
labour candidatures. But undoubtedly the main dilliculty in the matter is 
a local dilliculty ; and in some localities the game of Spenlow and Jorkins is 
played a good deal too much. ^ 

“ There is only one way In selected couvstitucncies, where, after 

due consideration, labour candidatures seem dc^sirable, the Liberal leaders 
should intervene — just as Mr. Balfour intei vened in a similar crisis at 
Birmingham— to bring Messrs. 8penlow and Jorkins to book,” 

But apart from the mere question of selecting candidates, the leaders 
of the Liberal Party can do much to secure a more equitable representa- 
tion of labour. They can carry out the promises made at the last election^ 
and pass a measure for providing the public payment of election 
expenses and payment of members. These are the two most essential 
things for labour representation. They are two of the very few 
democratic measures which can be passed without troubling the 
House of Lords. As primary questions of finance Sir William 
Harcourt can deal with them in the Budget next spring if the 
Government lasts as long. The adoption of the “ principle ” by a 
vote of the House of Commons is interesting as a political entertain- 
ment ; it will not suffice to satisfy the Labour party. If payment 
of members and election expenses are not actually conceded, then the 
Liberal party will have labour representation to face in such a way 
as will ‘‘ snow them under ” in a good many constituencies. Nor 
will it be enough for them to assert that the concession of payment 
of members means the sacrifice of the very wealthy Liberals. No 
doubt it does mean this. But if the very wealthy Liberals will go 
bag and baggage over to the enemy on so elementary a plank in 
democratic reforms as payment of members, then they will go over 
on many other questions that are now looming up. The Liberal 
party have to recognise that they cannot run with the hare and hunt 
with the hounds : they cannot serve mammon and humanity. 
They have either to say good-bye to “ vested interests ” which will 
rat ” at each fresh lap of the democratic wave, or the labour move- 
ment will say good-bye to them. If they now attempt to conciliate 
the wealthy Liberal by alienating the labour movement, they will find 
that when they have alienated the former by touching his vested 



THE POLICY OF LABOUR. 


279 

interest, they will not have the namerical strength to reconcile labour 
with any such concessions. 

It is therefore to be hoped, in their own interest, apart from 
that of the vast working classes, that they will go courageously for 
payment of members as well as the payment of election expenses. 

There is little doubt that the next few years will witness a great 
growth of labour representation along lines independent of the Whips 
of either party. Sentiment in this direction is daily gathering 
volume. I think that it is equally certain that the movement will 
focus itself into a large national organisation. Whether it will, however, 
take the form of a development of the present Independent Labour 
party, or a new organisation emanating from Trades Union Congress, 
is as yet doubtful. If the former, then I am persuaded that it will 
not be along the suicidal lines indicated by the “ Manchester Fourth 
Clause.” This proposed clause of the party rules, which its supporters 
failed to get carried at the last conference of the Independent Labour 
party held at Manchester in January last, stipulates : 

“ That members of the Independent Tjubour pai'ty pledge themselves to 
support and vote only for candidates at any election who have adopted the 
objects, policy, and programme of the Independent Labour party, and \^o 
arc not members, or in any way nominees, of the Liberal, Kadical, Consorva* 
tive, Unionist, or Irisli Nationalist p.arties.” 

« 

There are doubtless constituencies where the Liberal candidate may 
be a tyrannical employer, to whom, in spite of all his political profes- 
sions, it would be undesirable for the Labour party to give the slightest 
sanction or support, and where the Tory candidate is also too hopelessly 
reactionary to be even considered. Here, for the purpose of imposing 
a salutary lesson, it may be admissible to sanction an abstention vote. 
But to lay such a course down as a natiomi policy I deem to be as 
foolish as it is mischievous. 

Under existing circumstances, I think the wise and practicable 
policy, and the one which is rapidly commending itself to the intelligent , 
men in the labour movement, is to secure the promotion of a labour 
candidate, with the full backing of all Labour and Progressive bodies 
if possible. Failing this, then to secure the selection of a satisfactory 
Progressive. Where this even is impossible, then to squeeze both 
candidates to the utmost. Only under the gravest and most excep- 
tional circumstances ought advice to abstain to be tolerated. 

On these lines, steadily and conscientiously pursued, a considerable 
representation of labour may be secured without disfranchising the 
workers, alienating some of the best progressive sympathies of the 
community, or bringing anarchy and disunion into the ranks of those 
who are bound for the New Social Jerusalem. 


Clem. Edwabds. 



INTELLECTUAL LIBERTY AND CONTEM- 
PORARY CATHOLICISM.* ' 


“ There must be daylight in bird’s cages, in order 
that the birds may feed ; but there must not be 
too much, lest they di.^cern other birds that are 
free.*' — Vurro, 


’Y recent article on the Papal Encyclical has brought me a 
iVi number of letters from priests and laymen thanking me for 
having publicly given expression to views which 6.re entertained in 
secret by those intelligent Catholics to whom the Bible is not yet 
become a book with seven seals. Among these letters two are signed 
by theologians of eminence who, while fully endorsing the theses 
I put forward, disapprove the form in which they are couched as 
being too emphatic, and blame the tone of the article as irreverent. 
Everything I had to urge — and they are candid enough to admit 
that I overstated nothing — might, and indeed should, have been 
tentatively suggested instead of being categorically affirmed, and 
more than all else, it was my bounden duty sedulously to avoid 
everything calculated to wound the susceptibilities of the venerable 
head of our Church whose person should be shielded by at least such 
raaje.sty as doth hedge a king. 

I am not now concerned to rebut these charges which are irrelevant 
to the points at issue. With regard to the alleged emphatic form 
of my article, what it comes to, in ultimate analysis, is this : that I 
allowed my opinions, before giving them utterance, to degenerate into 
convictions — a deadly sin in the eyes of those who play with “ views ” 
as with counters, the value of which is conventional. I and those 
Catholics, to whose sentiments I gave utterance, lack that peculiar 
suppleness of intellect which enables one to treat in a light, playful, 
offhand manner, problems which are really matters of life and death. 
Our Church, like the old ash, Yggdrasil, with its threefold root 

* This paper was written before I had seen Father Clarke’s article in the Contbm- 
PDBARY Review of July, to which I hope to reply in the next issue. If the official 
spokesmen of the Church— men like the Rev. Father Brandi — had adopted a tone similar 
to that of Father Clarke, mj^ articles would have long since lost their raison d’itre. 
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reaching -up from hell through earfeh to heavep. above, and on whose 
branches — if anywhere — Whangs the fruit of life everlasting is ap- 
parently being gnawed away by a serpent, a new Nithhbgr. And 
we who notice this are blamed for not lying down in the refreshing 
shade of its foliage and lapping up the terrestrial honey that drops^ 
from its boughs, careless of what may come after. It may be a 
heroic virtue thus to shut our eyes to the bearings of the Biblical 
and other problems on the authority of our Church, on the shaping 
of our religious dogmas, and on the quality of our faith ; but we 
humbly confess that it is a virtue which we have yet to acquire. Nay I, 
for my part, avow tha| I am devoid of the mental or moral faculty that 
might enable me to grasp the motives that could inspire a desire to 
cultivate it. Here we are confronted with a series of alleged facts 
which run directly counter to beliefs heretofore cherished on a par with 
revealed dogmas. We know that these alleged facts must be either 
true or false. If demonstrably false, they should be refuted by pro- 
fessional theologians who are liberally rewarded in this life, and we 
would fain believe in the next, for dispelling the clouds of error that 
obscure for a time the light of religion. If true, why not recognise 
them with candour, and set about re-shaping those beliefs which pre- 
suppose their falsity ? And whether true or false, what right have 
our theologians to hide their heads in their desert sand, like a herd 
of silly ostriches, in the vain hope that, seeing not, they will not be 
seen, and to order us to go and do likewise ? Are we then to cut 
off from our communion all those thinking brethren who refuse to 
base their faith in the Church and their hope of salvation on a mere 
accident of birth ? “ Here are our religious beliefs,” exclaim our 

spiritual guides; “ the discovery that conflicts with them is neither 
true nor a fact. The more learned among you must bestir themselves 
to find reasons to controvert it.” “ Here are undeniable facts,” we 
reply, it is now the theologians’ turn to stretch their formulas till 
they cover them.” If the allegations in question were doubtful, my 
argument would be worthless. Therefore, I confined myself to cer- 
tainties, and formulated them as positively and dogmatically as I 
knew how. 

The considerations that underlie and the motives that dictated the 
charge of irreverence towards his Holiness the Pope are highly 
respectable in themselves, and would, under ordinary circumstances, 
have given the tone to my article. But the circumstances are very • 
far frotq ordinary ; and to gild the pill in the present case would 
have been to imitate the affectionate but conscientious mother who, 
convinced of the wholesome effects of the birch-rod as an aid to 
education, always thoughtfully administered narcotics to her darling 
before applying it. Had it been my lot to broach the subject for the 
first time, it would indeed have behoved me humbly to ‘‘ submit, 
suggest, and venture to point* out” the advisability of taking it iijto 
, VOL. IXVI. T ^ 
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consideration and then^^to relapse into respectful silenc^, leaving it 
to the coming generation to wait for results. But it was no neiy 
topic that I undertook to discuss. The question had been mooted 
long years before ; it had been brought forward often enough, at first 
privately, hesitatingly, respectfully, then publicly, confidently, empha- 
tically, and the danger of neglecting it had been dwelt upon again 
and again. But all to no purpose. Nay, those who in reply to the 
question, Watchman, what of the night ? had dared to report 
that all was not well, were summarily dismissed from their posts, to 
serve as a warning to others. I had myself, in April 1893, endea- 
voured to kindle a spark of interest in tlie^i, subject among our 
theologians, and in a tone which the most susceptible Catholic will 
not describe as wanting in respect to our Holy Father. And with 
what result? The spokesman of the Vatican, a reverend Jesuit 
Father, in an abusive article published in this Eeview, scoflingly 
asked whether I fancied that Catholic divines were ignorant of these 
things, and haughtily declared that he would not waste one word on 
the subject. ‘‘ Not one word.” And seven months later appeared 
the Papal Encyclical, emphatically promulgating doctrines which 
children now in their nurses’ arms will live to hear as emphatically 
disowned. Was this the time to couch words of warning in courtly 
phraseology, and deliver them in an undertone that would have been 
forthwith drowned by the drum ecclesiastic ? Surely, if it was our 
duty to raise our voices at all, it behoved us to make them very dis- 
tinctly heard. And this, we trust, we have accomplished. Had the 
meanest of yEneas’s oarsmen sharply pinched or soundly shaken 
Palinurus as he sat dozing by the rudder, not only would he have saved 
the trusty pilot from a premature death, but he would have likewise 
rendered an inestimable service to the entire Trojan crew. If a 
zealous and heroic Catholic, by adopting analogous rough methods, 
had hindered Pope Urban VIII. from seriously compromising the 
Church by his condemnation of the Copernican system, he would 
certainly have been abused by the theologians and possibly burned 
by the Holy Inquisition of his time, but honest divines q£ the present 
day t would call his name blessed. 

* The rumours current in well-informed theologfical circles that the second and 
more important half of the Encyclical was an afterthought, suggested and advocated 
with warmth by a certain Italian Cardinal (Mazclla), and adopted with considerable 
relucDance by the Pope, are wholly foreign to the question, and draw whatever interest 
^they possess from the light they throw upon the back eddies and under-currents of 
contemporary Catholic theology. 

t Not very much sooner. Pope Urban’s condemnation of the Copernican system 
was consistently acted upon by the central institutions of the Church down to the first 
/garter of the present century. As late as the Pontificate of Leo XII. (1823-1829), 
Professor Setele’s book on astronomy was forbidden to be printed by the ecclesiastical 
censor in Home (Magister Sacri Palatii), because the ipotion of the earth round the 
sun was described therein as a fact. Professor Setele appealed to the reigning Pope, 
who authorised the publication, and for the first time removed Galileo's works from 
the Index of forbidden books. A classic illustration of the ecclesiastical inteipretation 
of the proverb, /esiina lente! 
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It id nW become painfully evident that somyething more tbah mere 
uhimpassioned argument is required in order to open the eyes of the 
advisers of our Holy Father to the appalling danger with which, 
thanks to their spasmodic and retrograde movements, the Catholic 
Church now stands face to face. If the utter indifference to Biblical 
studies exhibited in the past was a blunder, the systematic repression 
inaugurated at present is little less than a crime. The Papacy is no 
doubt better warranted than moat institutions in relying upon the 
chapter of accidents to repair the grave mistakes of the past ; but 
surely it would be flying in the face of Providence were it to count 
upon chance to make good the avoidable errors of the future. No 
species of temerity is so dangerous as the courage born of error, as 
no delusions are more fallacious than the trust that springs from 
half-knowledge. 

Now, the heart of the matter is this : while for us the question is 
a Sphinx riddle, a matter of life and death, for our antagonists it has 
shrank to the dimensions of a question of mere tactics. It is impos- 
sible for one who has read the Encyclical and the special pleadings 
of those who uphold it to rid himself of the unpleasant impression 
that what they seek and are concerned for, is not truth pure and 
simple, but such notions as are most .conformable to the prevailing 
theological theories. They begin by accepting the doctrines of the 
school which glories in ignoring the Bible, and then exhort the clergy 
to cast about for reasons to support them. “ The music in the third 
act does not at all render the thoughts or harmonise with the moods 
of the dramatis persons, angrily exclaimed the poet to the self- 
complacent musician. ‘‘ Very well,” was the characteristic reply ; 
“ there, you have my music, now go and write words to fit it.” 
Unfortunately for theologians, the Bible is an accomplished fact which 
cannot be abolished or modified, the Author of which keeps continually 
warning them more distinctly than in words : iinod scriim^ scripsu 
But what they believe to be still possible, that they are moving heaven 
and earth to effect. And religion has to defray the cost. 

Our theo^gians are, in fact, taking a leaf from the book of a 
clever lawyer who once boasted that he could drive a four-in-hand 
through any Act of Parliament, and the consequence is that our 
Church is now in the throes of a painful metamorphosis which has 
little in common with organic growth. It is undergoing a process of 
reorganisation, the final success of which is contingent upon secrecy 
and silence. We shall wake up some fine morning to learn that our 
eternal salvation depends upon our firmly believing doctrines which 
have the approval of the bulk of theologians, however false they may 
be in themselves. Nay, we are even now warned that we must do 
this without hesitation ! 

In olden times all the hopes, beliefs, doubts, and aspirations that 
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stirred men's souls to their nethermost depths, firing some to deeds 
of fanaticism, inspiring others with the heroism of martyrs, were of a 
nature to be satisfactorily dealt with by means of that apostolic 
tradition of which the Church was the repository. But many of the 
abstruse metaphysical problems which in those days were capable of 
causing upheavals and giving rise to bloody wars and ruthless perse- 
cutions, merely raise a smile on the lips of practical Christians of 
to-day, who either wholly ignore them or else accept them eii bloc 
without question or curiosity. The needs of modern times are of a 
different order from those of the past, including problems of politics, 
education, physical science, &c. &c., and the Church, in order to be 
abreast of the times, must, it is believed, be in a position to solve them 
summarily and authoritatively. But why infallibly, if infallibility has 
not been guaranteed to its decrees on these subjects*? Apostolic tra- 
dition, which is admittedly the basis of all infallible definitions, 
whether of* Church or Pope, cannot be stretched so as to cover all 
these heterogeneous matters. It will not, for instance, be seriously 
maintained that the unwritten teachings of the Apostles included a 
revelation of the necessity of the temporal power of the Sovereign 
Pontiff. And yet upon this, as indeed upon all modern questions and 
movements, the Pope, it is claimed, must possess the right to speak 
with the certainty of being heard with respect and obeyed with 
alacrity. Even when all the elements of a solution lie well within 
the limits of verifiable facts, or the sphere of physical sciences? 

Even then, also,’' is the reply. Ilis power must, in a word, be ae 
unlimited as that of Richelieu, who once boasted that no one could 
venture to utter five words, whatever their import, without exposing 
himself to the danger of imprisonment. “ Two and one are three,”^ 
exclaimed a bystander, triumphantly', fancying that he had practically 
refut d the omnipotent Cardinal. Wretch ! ” shouted the statesman, 
‘^you dare to — to deny — the — the mystery of the Holy Trinity? Off" 
with the blasphemer to the Bastille ! ” In like manner his Holiness 
the Pope is being endowed by theologians with the awful faculty of 
solving all problems, political, social, scientific, &c., with the ease of 
an able loader-writer, and with the finality of an infallible authority 
from which there is no appeal. And as no one can give that which 
,he himself lacks — nemo dat quod non luibet — the same theologians 
vindicate for themselves, in their capacity of the “ teaching Church,’^ 
the privileges which they so generously concede to the Sovereign 
Pontiff. 

Thus the tendency of this process of modernisation is twofold : on 
the one hand to confer an enormous power upon the theologians of 
any given period, who, under the direction of a few clever and zealous 
men, can easily be induced to advocate any particular view or views 
desired, and thus impose them upon the crowd of the faithful,’' 



INTELLECTUAL LIBERTY. 


285 


with th6 binding force of a revealed truth, even though they should 
turn out to be manufactured errors ; and, on the other hand, to apo- 
theosise the Pope, to whom, little by little, attributes are being 
ascribed which have never belonged to the sons of men. The practical 
outcome of this tendency will be to impart to Papal Encyclicals, 
Letters, &c., the force of defined dogmas, and to encircle his Holiness’s 
head with the aureole of canonised saintship. 

Now, with neither of these innovating tendencies are my friends 
and myself in sympathy. The grounds upon which we protest against 
the action of the new dogmatopaeic agency are self-evident. Our 
objections to the extension of papal infallibility beyond the limits 
marked out by the Vatican Council, and our emphatic refusal to 
countenance the pernicious doctrine that the Pope cannot sin are 
briefly these. God alone can bestow infallibility, and none but an 
«( Ecumenical Council or the Pope speaking ex cathcdrd can declare it 
to have been so bestowed. In the absence of any such solemn 
declaration, the velleities and suggestions of hole-and-corner men, nay, 
the belief of the teaching but non-learning Church, are but as th^ 
tinkling of brazen cymbals. What reasons, for instance, can be urged 
to induce us to acce|)t implicitly the opinion of his Holiness, in what- 
ever form short of a definition cx cathcdrd it may be embodied, on any 
of the questions raised, say, by Bible criticism ? Absolutely none. 
He was endowed with the gift of infallibility in order to minister to 
the needs of the Church. If he refrains from having recourse to it 
in the present case, the presumption is that the interests at stake are 
not of vital importance. His personal knowledge ? He possesses 
none, unless he received it by way of direct revelation from above ; for 
his Latin ode on the telegraph, though an elegant performance, affords 
no proof of his acquaintance with Hebrew. The scientific knowledge 
of his advisers ? But it is admittedly on a par with his own ; they 
glory in their nescience. Their sole claim to be heard lies in the 
circumstance that 'they have succeeded in isolating Catholics from the 
Biblical movement in Europe till the ignorance even of our own clergy 
is become proverbial. And now, turning round, they exclaim, 
Hearken unto the words of wisdom that flow from the lips of our 
Holy Father ! ” We have listened in Amy clean silence and with wonder 
unmixed with admiration, sorely tempted to inquire, “ Whose is thi% 
image and superscription?” That of the infallible Vicar of Christ 
or of the author of the elegant ode to the telegraph ? And when 
we have satisfied ourselves that it is the sign manual of the latter, 
can we be justly blamed for refusing to confound the poet with 
the pontiff ? Would it not be treason to the Church to sanction the 
opposite principle ? 

Again, the maximum number and the superlative degree of such 
divine graces as belong to Leo XIII. as Pope, do not differ by one 
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hair’s breadth from those which were enjoyed by the very worst and 
most unprincipled of the long line of his predecessors. The infalli- 
bility with which our present Holy Father is endowed is in all respects 
identical with that which characterised Urban VIII., Alexander VI., 
and John XII.; and the most important of his countless Encyclicals 
possess, if anything, a less binding force than belonged to the official de- 
clarations of Honorius I., which were afterwards condemned as heretical 
. by his pontifical successor and an infallible council. In like manner, the 
degree of reverence which we owe to the holiest and humblest of our 
pontiffs, as Pope, does not exceed by one iota that which Catholics of 
former times were bound to exhibit to the most licentious and shame- 
less of the Pornocrats. The point is so clear that it would be needless 
to argue it were it not that the theological caucus which manufactures 

dogmas of the teaching Church'’ is silently and systematically 
making a distinction between the popes of former and those of 
modern times which bids fair to crystallise into a recognised difierence ; 
and the belief is gaining ground that, as the temporal power from 
which St. Peter and his immediate successors would have recoiled 
with horror is become absolutely indispensable to the modern papacy, 
even so the impeccability of the Sovereign Pontiff, which Sergius III,, 
John X., John XI., John XII., &c., never in their wildest moments 
dreamt of claiming, is a necessary attribute of the rulers of the con- 
temporary and future Church. 

The rise and progress of this semi-idolatrous notion is clearly 
traceable from the time when our present Holy Father was declared 
to be personally a model of piety and sanctity down to the day when 
he was first proclaimed absolutely incapable of sinning in virtue of 
his holy oflSce. The respect in which he was rightly held from the 
time of his election has gone on crescendo^ till now it differs little 
from the sentiments which constitute religious worship. To be 
wanting in those sentiments to-day is to be almost as an heathen 
man and a publican, as was shown by the humiliation of the learned 
Cardinal Pitra. This venerable Benedictine wrote a letter a few 
years ago to the clerical editor of a Catholic periodical in Amsterdam, 
in the course of which he recalled with melancholy pleasure the zeal 
and self-sacrificing spirit of Pius IX., during whose reign the Catholic 
^3ause was everywhere in honour. This eulogy of the dead Pope was 
held to be in some sort an insult to his living successor, and Cardinal 
Pitra was compelled to publish an abject apology, and to express his 
heartfelt regret for having unwittingly hurt the delicate susceptibilities 
of Leo XIII., whose diplomatic successes have rendered such incalcul- 
able services to religion. 

Now it gives an adverse poise to the thoughts of all Catholics 
whose hearts beat warmly for the cause of truth and justice, to compare 
that commemoration of Pius IX. by a humble prelate with the following 
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extract from a pompous eulogium of Leo XIII. published by the 
Bussian semi-official Novoye Vremya a few weeks since, on the 
occasion of the appointment of a permanent official agent of the Tsar 
at the Vatican: “The views of the present Pope concerning the 
ntission of the Catholic Church arc absolutely free from that fanaticism 
which, under Pius IX., strained to the very utmost the relations of 
the Eoman Curia with almost all the representatives of the secular 
power in Europe ” * If the eulogy written by Oatdinal Pitra con- 
stituted a disguised affront, what are we to think of the patronising 
encomium published by the Novoye Vremya of whom to be dis- 
praised werp no small praise.” Alas! non heueolct qui semper bcTieolet 
is a proverb the truth of which is being painfully impressed upon 
us at the- present moment. And Leo XIII. is invariably spoken of 
in such fulsome terms of adulation as would no doubt grievously 
shock his Holiness himself were he aware of the practice. The 
Ciciltcc Cattolica, the official organ of the Fathers of tho Society of 
Jesus, describing the wickedness of my last article, says ; “ The 
evident scope (thereof) is ..... to darken, or at least to shroud 
the splendours which, from the pontifical throne, occupied with such 
glory by Leo, irradiates all nations.” t If the reverend editors of 
that somewhat Ailitant review were not possessed by an insuperable 
repugnance to Goethe, I should feel tempted to remind them of the 
saying of that truly great man : Incense is a tribute for gods alone ; 
to mortals it is a deadly poison.” 

It is only fair to say that, in practice, the Pope is no longer treated 
as a mere mortal, while in theory the process of apotheosis has like- 
wise been formally begun. Ilis utterances are looked upon as oracles 
destined to change the course of the world, and the views on scientific 
subjects to which, whatever their source, ho appends his seal and 
signature, are deemed to outweigh the certainties of science and the 
evidence of one’s senses. We too — nay, all genuine Catholics — bum 
with a laudable desire to see our venerable chief become the moral 
centre of the entire civilised world, working successfully to establish 
peace upon earth among all men of good will. And therefore, we 
are pained to note the obstinacy with which his present advisers adopt 
the very means which render this end for ever unattainable. Why, 
for instance, hazard opinions on Bible criticism which are devoid of 
all solid basis, run directly counter to plain every-day fgictsi and com- 
promise the authority of the Holy See ; and then order us to fuake 
an act of belief on the subject — an act which has no relish of salva- 

Novoye Vremya, May 31, 1894. The translation given in the text is literal and 
has been verified by no less than five different persons, two among whom are Catholics. 
I am informed that several other Russian papers were still more enthusiastic in their 
paneimics of the ^*wise, diplomatic Leo XlII.* as compared with the fanatical 
Pius IX. 

t CiwUa CaUolica, May 1894 (second half, p» 417). 
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tion in it ” ? Is it not clear that before forming an opinion, even 
for one’s own self, upon such intricate subjects, one must have 
seriously studied them or at the very least have consulted people who 
have taken the trouble to investigate them ? Why publish a new 
Encyclical inviting the Slavonic Orthodox churches to enter the true 
fold on the understanding that all their privileges will be scrupulously 
respected,* at the very moment when the privilege possessed by every 
clergyman of the Greek rite,t viz., of being the husband of one wife, is 
being withdrawn from the Ruthenians in America, numbers of whom 
are leaving our Church in consequence ? Why, in a word, abuse a 
golden opportunity and turn the Sovereign Pontiff, •whose age, 
position, education, disinterestedness, and charity predispose Christians 
and heathens alike to listen to his words with profound respect — why, 
instead of extracting all the good possible from these exceptionally 
favourable conditions, turn the Pope into a mere Dalai Lama, and set 
him up to be worshipped as an idol ? 

But perhaps English readers, from whom the schemes of our 
theological wire-pullers are generally kept carefully concealed, may 
fancy that I am fighting with windmills which I mistake for giants. 
Such, I regret to say, is not the case. The theory is systematically 
inculcated in our schools and seminaries that the Sdfvereign Pontiff, 
in virtue of his office as Christ’s vicar upon earth, cannot possibly sin, 
not even if he would ! The utter absurdity of the notion might seem 
a sufficient reason to warrant disbelief in its spread — nay, in its very 
existence. But disbelief is impossible, in the face of evident, eloquent 
and painful facts vouched for by the most eminent members of our 
clergy. The Rev. Abbe Duchesne, for example, who is widely known 
as a zealous Catholic, an exemplary priest, and a distinguished 
professor of the Catholic University of Paris, writes, in a letter dated 
September 20, 1888: “We possess a seminary in which the 
impeccability of the Pope is currently taught.^^ The impeccability of 
the Pope ! Thus far have we progressed since the Middle Ages. 
Were the lives, then, of Alexander YI., of Sergius III., of John X., 
John XL, John XII., &c., free from sin in any sense but that in 
which the Bible is exempt from errors? But, perhaps, the novel 
theory is but the fad of some over-zealous professor in the seminary 
which his colleagues indulgently tolerate and his pupils contemptu- 
ously reject ? No ; it is the doctrine which is officially taught, and 
whiSk every cleric in the establishment must duly assimilate in order 
to propagate it in turn when he becomes a priest. What is its 
sanction ? Terrorism, pure and simple. “ No one dares to raise his 
voice against this absurd doctrine,” continues the Abb6 Duchesne ; 
“ this would be tantamount |o denouncing oneself as inferior to some 

* This Encyclical was issued recently. 

t Even those who are Catholics and in communion with Kome. 
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oue else in zeal for the honour of the Holy See. The fact is signiii* 
cant.” ^ In what, one would like to know, does this peculiar zeal for 
the honour of the Holy See differ from the zeal of the Thibetan 
Buddhists for their Dalai Lama ? 

Now the deplorable state of things of which this and countless 
analogous facts are significant, supplies at once the most complete 
justification of the tone of my article, and the most satisfactory 
explanation of the dissatisfaction which it produced in certain clerical 
circles. We respectfully but firmly protest against the apotheosis, 
even of Christ’s Vicar, who, after all, is but a man, and therefore 
saturated^with human nature. As Goethe truly said : “ Where lamps 
are lighted, there are oil stains ; where candles burn, there are snuffs ; 
it is only the luminaries of heaven that shine forth pure and spotless.” 
But lest Goethe’s words should fall upon deaf ears, I will quote a 
memorable passage from a memorable discourse lately addressed to 
his diocesan clergy by the venerable Archbishop of Erlau — the 
brightest light of the contemporary Hungarian Church — which supplies 
food for reflection to those impatient theologians who would canonise 
the living and praise the day before the sun has set. Archbishop 
Samassa, whose own life consists of a series of admirable illustrations 
of the virtues that should adorn a spiritual shepherd, describing, a 
few months ago, his visit to Leo XIII., says : 

From the Basilica of Ht, Peter I forthwiili repaired to the palace of the 
N^itican, in which the Pope resides, in order most rospectftilly to pay him 
homage and give expression to my profound veneration. 

But I will not conceal from you the feeling of silent compassimi that 
took possession of me in that palace. jNIany and various were the emotions 
that stirred my spirit. The Vicar of Christ hovered before my inirurs eye, 
invested with the highest dignity and authority, but 1 likewise beheld the 
instrument and executor of thLs same sublime greatness - viz., the and 

we know that nature, which brought him forth into the world, was not a 
mother, but a stepmother, endowing him with a »lisposition impatient of 
hardship, subject to fear of all kinds, slothful in w^ork and hankering after 
jioioer^ and that he rose to a position wdiich is lofty hut not tranquil, sublime 
but not secure. ^ I consider the ascent,’ exclaims St. Bernard, ‘ and I fear 
the fall. I contemplate the pinnacle of tlie dignity and I gaze down into the 
depths of the abyss that yawns beneath it. 1 am conscious of the height of 
the honour, and I apprehend hard-by the dangei* of which it is written 
“ When man was in honour, he showed no understand ing.”t If he deviate 
from the way of the Lord, he is buried in that same place, so that it may 
bear witness against him.’ 

And truly great things are demanded of liim to whom, as Christ’s Vicai*, 
the words, ‘ Feed my sheep; feed my lambs,’ were addressed. For if it be 

* “ Nous avous un seminairc, oi\ Ton enseigne coiiramment rimpeccabilite du Pape. 
PeVsonne n’ose elever la voix centre cette doctrine absurde ; ce serait se d^noncor 
comme inferieur k quclqu’un cn zele pour Thonneur du saint>si5ge. Ce fait est un 
indice!” 

t The italics are mine throughout. » 

+ This is taken from the xlixth Psalm (the xlviiith in the Vulgate), and is cited 
according to the Vulgate. 
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reasonably required of other bishops that they should offer no pretext for 
censure, how much more reasonably of him who is as far above all the other 
bishops as these are above the priests. But, alas ! the nature of every one of us 
who lives is a mixture of good and evil, and we should be either angels, if 
no stain of improbity tarnished our lives, or else intolerable to God and man 
alike, if no mixture of good tempered the filth of our vices. It is in vain, 
therefore, that loe require of the Poqic that he .should distinguish himself in 
ereinf species of virtue, and he devoid even of the smallest vices, that a life untar- 
nished by any blot should remo ve him from the ranye of adticism and censure. 
One may rightly demand and require, however, that he should distinguisli 
himself by the principal virtues among his contemporaries and be free, if 
not from all vices, at least from those which, when contracted by private 
individuals, ruin families, and when practised by princes subvert tl^ mightiest 
kingdoms.’’ * 

These wise words come with the freshness of a whiflf of pure 
puszta t air, sweetening the mephitic atmosphere of a fever room. 

But to return to the Church, which is now undergoing the reju- 
venating process in the .^ledea’s cauldron of theology, and to the 
“ crowd of the faithful,” for whom new chains are being hurriedly 
forged without warrant or need. The success of this operation depends, 
it is felt, on its being carried out noiselessly, secretly and, above all 
things else, without challenging the attention of unfriendly critics. 
This is why so little is known about it, not only beyond Catholic 
circles, but likewise within, where the delusive notion is being fostered 
that there is no genuine intellectual liberty outside the true fold. Even 
phlegmatic English Catholics, carried away by this pretty idea, have 
been known lo rise to lyrism when publicly expatiating upon the 
practically boundless liberty which is the glorious birthright and exclu- 
sive privilege of the members of our Church ; and an English Catholic 
scholar, whose own freedom of speculation had, it seems, just been 
summarily curtailed, lately went so far as to extol that glorious pre- 
rogative to the skies in a formal palinode, the perusal of which would, 
I am assured, have added poignancy to the tortures of the damned.J 
The sincerity of all these honest and humble souls, which far outstrips 
their acumen, is above suspicion, and it would be ungracious not to 
pay, even to the shrewdest of the flock, the tribute embodied in the 
belief that they would scorn to use any means to deceive others save 
those which they employed and employ to delude themselves. 

The tactics which are resorted to in England and America with 
caution, are practised on the Continent without moderation or disguisa 
It is not Catholics only who there repeat with parrot-like persistency 

* Oratio quam Dr. Josephus Samassa, Archi-Episcopus Agriensis ad Clerum dioccc- 
sanum habult. p. 22. The italics are all mine. 

+ Pmzta is in Hungary what the steppe is in Jiussia. 

t Professor Mivart’s articles on Hell, which let in a ray of hope, if not on the souls 
of the damned, at least upon those of their friends upon earth, it was impossible for 
me to read when they first appeared. Unfortunately they have since, I understand, 
been placed upon the Index of Forbidden Hooks, none of which, not even Jllilton's 
“ Paradise Lost,” a good Catholic would venture to peruse without having first obtained 
a special authorisation. 
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what OatholicB alone ardently desire to believe, as the most efficient 
means of persuading themselves and others of its truth. Easy-going 
non-Catholics are also frequently induced to lend their voices to swell 
the deafening chorus. A very amusing and instructive instance 
occurred a few weeks back which throws a curious side-light on other 
things besides Continental journalism. I affirmed in my article on the 
Papal Encyclical* that this document had been received with 
respectful silence by Catholic newspapers and wholly ignored by the 
political press. The fact was unpalatable and its disclosure doubtless 
disrespectful to our Holy Father ; an effort was therefore made to 
remedy the evil before denying its existence. The result is that even 
anli-Catholic newspapers have, nincc the 'puhliaition of my remarks^ 
broken silence in order to sound the praises of the Encyclical which 
appeared in autumn last year. The Vienna Ncoe Freic Fresse, for 
instance, cannot be truly described as a clerical organ. It is not 
even a Catholic journal, seeing that as recently'as six weeks ago it was 
solemnly denounced from the pulpit by a zealous parish priestt as an 
anti-Christian publication to be loathed by all true followers of Christ. 
Yet on the useful principle that the devils who believe and tremble 
may be profitably allowed to bear witness in favour of a good cause, 
the Nevs Freie Fresse, shortly after the publication of my article, 
was induced to insert, in the guise of a leader, an unctuous sermon 
panegyrising the matchless wisdom of Leo XIII., who in this Ency- 
clical granted absolute intellectual liberty to Catholics. ^‘The Pope 
who composed an ode on the telegraph, giving proof of the same 
wisdom with which he applied the tolerari posse to temporal kingdoms, 
draws the lines of demarcation between faith and knowledge, and 
draws them so that they possess the deyree of eJadkity wliieh is 
postulated hy the spirit of the aye ” Freie Fressr, 29bh April, 

1894). And the Encyclical of which this is predicated forbids 
Catholics to study Higher Criticism or to admit that there can be an 
error on any subject in any book of the Bible ! + As loyal subjects of 
our Holy Father we should have been overjoyed to discover the 
faintest traces of a basis in fact for the grandiloquent panegyric of 
which the foregoing extract is but an indifferent sample ; and as 
Catholics it is our painful duty to show that we are actually being 
deprived of that liberty which was once in truth our birthright, and 
are being deprived of it wantonly, systematically, and to the serious 

* Contemporary Review, April 1894. 

+ The Rev. Dr. Deckert, a pious psirish priest of Vienna, who travestied the Lord*s 
Prayer for several days running in order to fan the lowest passions of the populace 
and set them loose against their Jewish fellow-citizens ; but there 'was no ecclesi- 
astical voice raised against this firebrand, who turned the house of God into a platform 
of the devil. On .the Continent Catholicism is dominant in places ; this accounts for 
many of the strange and unholy practices that shock English Catholics. 

, t As an interesting detail I may add that the Neue Freie Fresae actually published 
in another column a short extract from the Encyclical which had appeared the year 
before, as— news, in some men of the theological genus the wisdom of the serpent 
would seem to be inborn. 
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detriment of our Church and of true religion. I would request those 
English-speaking Catholics who feel disposed to deny this grave 
assertion to ponder on the following striking facts and to draw such 
inferences from them as they may deem warranted.* 

When Pope Leo XIII. ascended the throne of St. Peter, chemistry 
was expounded in our schools and colleges exactly as it is taught all 
the world over. It was chemistry, and nothing more. Our present 
venerable Pontiflf, however, laudably desirous of annexing intellectual 
as well as temporal domains, lost no time in changing this,* with the 
glorious or deplorable f result that we now have a perfectly orthodox 
Catholic chemistry, as distinguished from the godless chemistry of 
other people. “ Catholic chemistry ! ” readers may exclaim ; “ such 
a science seems to the full as impossible as ‘ comparative history,’ and 
besides, if any such wide-reaching change were really in contempla- 
tion, we should have heard it discussed long ago.” To this I reply 
that it is of the essencS of all such reforms — as I have already pointed 
out — to be conceived in mystery and brought forth in darkness. 
Nor is it easy to grasp the force of the objections which can be urged 
against orthodox Catholic chemistry by those who welcome Catholic 
philology and glory in Catholic lexicography. There is much of a 
family likeness among them all. The important consideration, 
therefore, is not whether Catholic chemistry is more or less warranted 
than the other branches of study just enumerated, but whether thie-. 
amazing innovation was called for by the interests of our holy 
religion, in which case reason is simply put out of court. Was it 
necessary and useful, yea or nay ? Distrusting my own judgment in 
this important matter I bow to the decision of his Holiness, Pope 
"Pius IX., and he answers the question in an emphatic negative. 
But the facts may be allowed to speak for themselves. If not 
precisely edifying, they are at least uncommonly interesting. 

In the Middle Ages chemistry as a science did not exist, and it 
would be the height of unfairness to sneer at the schoolmen for not 
taking its future conclusions into account in their ontological systems. 
They knew nothing of the distinctions laid down by modern chemistry 
between elementary or ultimate substances, such as oxygen, carbon, 
gold, iron, sulphur, &c., which cannot be decomposed, and compound 
substances 'which may be resolved into simpler constituents. All 
bodies, according to them, consisted of exactly two elements : one 
(“ first matter which cannot exist by itself and is identical in them 
all, and the other substantial form ”), which differentiates each 
specific substance from every other. Thus, water is first matter into 

* Id an article it is, of course, out of the question tp do more than give one or 
two examples. Should it prove needful I am prepared to come forward with a whole 
series of them. 

+ It still receives both epithets from contending parties among our clergy and 
laity. ' 
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which the form of “ waterhood ’’ (aqueitas) has been infused ; man 
consists of first matter, and the substantial form or soul which is at 
once vegetative, animal, and rational. 

These antiquated notions died hard. But they did finally die, 
owing mainly to the efforts of Father Secchi and the Jesuits, who, as 
a teaching body, take the lead among all the religious orders of our 
Church. During the pontificate of Pius IX., therefore, Catholic young 
men were taught that water consists of hydrogen and oxygen in the 
proportion of two volumes of the former to one of the latter, or, as 
chemists express it, H2O, so that every smallest particle (molecule) 
of water consists of two atoms of hydrogen chemically linked to 
one atom of oxygen. So thorough was the conversion of our 
teaching clergy to these doctrines that a distinguished member of the 
Jesuit order in England — Rev. Father Botalla — wrote somewhat 
vigorously against the old scholastic view, which he considered an un- 
safe basis for certain Catholic dogmas. The few champions of 
Scholastic Philosophy who survived retorted that if chemistry 
threatened danger to any of the doctrines of our Church, it was in 
the atomic theory that it lurked, and that the orthodoxy of the 
partisans of this theory was therefore shaky. Here Pope Pins IX. 
intervened, energetically supporting Father Botalla, and one of the 
last acts of that saintly Pontiff was to write to his Nuntius in Paris, 
Mgr. Czacky,^ instructing him to forbid adherents of the mediaoval 
school to question the orthodoxy of their opponents. The former 
consoled themselves, as the latter do now, with the openly expressed 
hope that one Pope might undo what another had done. And their 
expectations were literally fulfilled. 

Ijeo XIII., who, in spite of his elegant ode on the telegraph, is a 
thorough Scholastic of the mediaeval type, exerted himself from the 
very first to banish the atomic theory from Catholic schools, and to 
reintroduce the system of Thomas Aquinas, whose ignorance, though 
perfectly excusable, is hardly a solid basis for a system of chemistry. 
Having issued his Encyclical on Scholastic Philosophy, he sent for the 
General of the Jesuits, Father Beckx, and expressed his dissatisfac- 
tion that the atomic theory should be taught by such tried champions 
of Catholicism, and in such a stronghold of orthodoxy as the Roman 
College. A hint from the Pope is as good as a command, and the 
obedience of the General was prompt to a degree. Father Palmieri, 
then Professor of Philosophy at the establishment in question, was 
immediately transferred to Holland to lecture on — the New Testa- 
ment ; and in all the schools and colleges taught by Jesuits and 
orthodox priests throughout the world new professors were appointed 
who set about teaching the Scholastic view which is now predominant 
everywhere. 

* Pronounce as if written Tshatskee. 



THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


21)4 


At Catholic schools and colleges, therefore, our youth pick up some 
quaint and curious fragments of forgotten lore during the chemistry 
lectures. They are taught, for instance, that when hydrogen and 
oxygen unite in the proportion of two volumes of the former to one 
of the latter, the immediate result is not water. What happens is 
that they cease to be what they were, and lose their oxygenity 
and “ hydrogenity.” If nothing else occurred, the “first matter’^ 
would be alone, and as “ first matter is not only invisible, but can- 
not even exist by itself, the water and its elements would vanish to 
the shadowy region 

Where entity and quiddity, 

The ghosts of defunct bodies fly.” 

Something else does, however, fortunately for us all, take place — viz., 
“ waterhood ” (!) is infused into “ first matter ; ” for water consists, 
not of oxygen and hydrogen, which, as we saw, forsook first matter 
the moment they met, but of this latter, and of the form of “ water- 
hood,’^ The application of this official theory to man is still more 
instructive, and to the younger generation which accepts Scholastic 
Philosophy as gospel truth, must come with the charm of a fairy-tale. 
In truth, the wildest story in the “ Arabian Nights ” is a joke to it. 
Man consists of ‘‘ first matter ’’ and a soul. As soon as death solves 
their union, the soulless body, which is identical with “ first matter,” 
and therefore incapable of existing by itself, would be naturally and 
necessarily non-existent. To prevent it from thus vanishing into 
nothingness and depriving the undertaker of his fee, a new substan- 
tial form is duly infused into it without delay. A new soul ? No, 
not precisely a soul, only a “ corpsy or cadaveric form ” — forma 
mclacerica — which imparts to “ first matter ” its “ corpsiness.” To 
the very natural question which forces itself upon the bewildered 
student. Whence comes this gruesome form which appears unex- 
pectedly, like a bolt from the blue ? oflicial philosophy, which, like 
Astolpho’s magic book, tells you everytliing you wish to know, 
replies glibly enough : “ It is evolved out of its own — nothingness.” ^ 
As the corpse, however, is in a state of change, and inasmuch as it is 
the form only which imparts being,t a new “ corpsy ” or “ cadaveric ” 
form is being continuously evolved from its own nothingness and 
injected into the invisible first matter ; and so the wheel keeps merrily 
whirling. 

Such is a sample of Catholic chemistry, which, thanks to the 
personal intervention of his Holiness Pope Leo XIII., is now become 
the official and obligatory teaching in all free Catholic schools, colleges, 
seminaries, and universities.} Its forcible introduction was not, 

* Educitur ex nihilo sui. + “ Forma dat esse rei.’* 

t The Catholics of Tubingen, who stand upon a higher intellectual level than those 
of any other part of Europe, constitute an hon9urable exception. They claimed their 
right to hold Iheir own views on this subject, and, owing to various considerations into 
which it is needless here to enter, had their claims allowed. 
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according to Pope Pius IX., postulated by religious interests ; indeed, 
religion, if we may trust Father Botalla, stood to lose by the change. 
And yet it has been imposed upon us in the name and with the 
authority of Christ’s Vicar ; and to combat it in our schools and 
seminaries would be to render one’s life a hell upon earth, to say 
nothing of the material sacrifices which it would entail upon the 
clerical professor. It was not called for by coi^iderations of a scien- 
tific nature, no science having as yefr discovered ‘‘ waterhood ” or 

corpsy forms,” although they ought in reason to be frequently met 
with in the ups and downs of life. Like the philosopher's stone, they 
would seem to belong to the category of things which are gzmclit^ 
grahnt iind nit gehnint'" 

Now, to our thinking, and to the minds even of many, of our 
opponents, this was emphatically one of those subjects which might 
appropriately have been left to take care of itself. It was clearly a case 
for the application of the principle laid down by St. Augustine, for 
whom our Holy Father cherishes a peculiar affection — in dnhiis libertas. 
Why should healthy, active Catholics have the mouldy, corpsy forms of 
Scholastic Philosophy strapped on to their robust bodies by a spiritual 
JMezentius dealing with affectionate children, not with criminals ? 
Ilecause, forsooth, Rome has spoken : Bonia locukt aaf, caitm finita 
and Rome must have the right to be heard upon all subjects, human 
and divine. Then, in heaven’s name, let us hear no more bunkum 
about boundless liberty, glorious birthrights, See. &c., and let us shed 
no more salt tears over our benighted heretical brethren who are 
“ languishing ” in intellectual thraldom, w^aiting for us to strike off 
their fetters. We cannot both eat our cake and have it, however 
highly we may be privileged. Speaking for myself and my friends, 
I sincerely deplore this dangerous tendency to shackle and fetter our 
every faculty, intellectual and moral, and to realise the unholy dream 
that would turn the Papacy into a sword, the hilt of which would be 
in the Vatican and the blade all over the earth. I frankly confess 
that my own sinful sympathies go out to that much-abused Pontiff 
Honorius I., who honestly strove to lessen the number of bones of 
contention among his quarrelsome spiritual children, and thereby 
brought down upon his cadaveric form the scorching anathemas of the 
sixth (Ecumenical Council which solemnly condemned him, Pope 
though he had been, as the chosen instrument of the devil in the work 
of sowing broadcast the tares of heresy in the cornfield of the Lord.f 

* “ Sought for, divined, and never known.” 

+ Pope Honorius I. (625-638), utterly disgusted with the un-Christian wrangling 
and jangling of the theologians of his day, was desirous of withdrawing the pabulum 
afforded to their squabbles by the question of the energies” in Christ ; and for peace 
sake declared that both natures worked in one will— viz., the will of the Logos. The dead 
oertainty that he was wrong, and the exact knowledge of the truth about this momentous 
question does not seem to have had a strongly marked reformative effect upon modem 
theologians, nor indeed upon Catholics generally. 
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At present we have monk quarrelling with monk and priests clashing 
with friars, all of them squabbling over the cadaveric forms of 
Scholasticism, like the good and evil spirits over the unburied body of 
Moses. 

This condition of things needs neither note nor comment ; it tells 
its own sad tale with harrowing plainness. But its effects are alarm- 
ingly wide-reaching and of a nature to fill the souls of loyal Catholics 
with anguish and such apprehension for the future that it requires all 
our Abdiel-faith in the Church to enable us to look forward to sun- 
shine through the gathering clouds. 

Foremost among these mischievous effects is the letting loose of 
that hell-born spirit of denunciation which paralyses th*e most genial 
intellects, foils the noblest endeavours, and would brand Christ Him- 
self as a heretic were He to appear among us once more in the flesh. 
Every puny, pitiful cleric who has just received the tonsure on his 
head and a breviary into his hands, and whose only merit in life con- 
sists in his professing firm belief in dogmas, past, present, and to 
come, which he is incapable even of stating in words, is fired by the 
desire of acquiring in the sphere of grace the distinction denied him 

by his stepmother Nature, and to this end accuses his betters of 

heresy or what is scarcely less dangerous — disrespect to his Holiness 
the Pope. And the imputation, however completely refuted, always 
leaves a stain and sometimes makes a victim. It is thus that the 
coolest-headed professors in our seniinaries and colleges dare not 
provoke the professional informer by raising their voices against the 
scandalous doctrine of the impeccability of the l^ope which bids fair 
to become one of the staple dogmas of the teaching Church, 
obligatory on the “ crowd of the faithful”; it was thus that the 

efforts of eminent Catholic scholars like Mgr. de Harlez, Ijenorraant 

and others to start a truly scientific movement among their co-reli- 
gionists formed the subject of countless accusations formulated against 
them in Home ; it was thus that when Professor Pohle, of the 
Catholic University of America,"^ published a perfectly harmless work 
to show that other planets besides ours may be inhabited, t a zealous 
ecclesiastic, Canon Zorn of Braunsberg, at once denounced the notion, 
in a Catholic periodical, J as contrary to revealed dogmas and 
heretical. But the most striking and characteristic instance of all 4s 
afforded by the tragic case of Abbe Loisy, the sol^ Catholic Bible- 
soholar in France and one of the very few whom our Church pos- 
sesses in the world. This illustrious savant who but a year ago was 
the pride of the French Church, was lately deprived first of one Chair 
at the Catholic University, then of another, and finally expelled from 

* He has now been called to a Chair at the Academy of Munster in Westphalia. 

t It was published by the Catholic Gtirres Society. * 

J Der Mainzer KatlioliL 
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^at institution, compelled to* cease the publication of his Biblical 
Review * and reduced to absolute silence and total inaction, the 
r/ictim of denunciation. His sole crime was— and this is the most 
significant part of the story — that he carried out by anticipation the 
instructions publicly given by the Pope in his Encyclical, studied the 
Bible for the express purpose of refuting as far as possible the ^ 
Critical School, and successfully exhorted young Catholics to do like- 
wise. The programme of Bible studies as laid down by his Haliness 
is unscientific in theory and untenable in practice. Yet narrow as 
are the Umits within which the Prisoner of the Vatican would 
willingly coop up Catholic students and scholars, they are far too 
bipad for the.orthodoxy of his advisers ; and it is believed by many 
duit professors of Holy Scripture are often chosen not in spitCy but in 
‘onscquence of their notorious incompetency.] I sincerely hope that this 
notion is erroneous, and X deeply regret that neither the head and 
<:ront of Abb6 Loisy’s ofiending, the treatment meted out to him by 
uis superiors, nor the selection of his successor at the ‘‘Free 
University ” is of a nature to disprove or weaken it. And on the 
other hand, it is impossible to deny that certain professors of 
Scripture in our highest institutions richly deserve epithets which 
^charity forbids me to employ. 

Now in order to gauge aright the significance of Abbe Loisy^s 
Vate, which throws a flood of garish light upon the real eiflect of 
iiis Holiness’s much landed exhortation to Bible study, it is needful 
to bear in mind the peculiar circumstances attending it. In 
France, of all European countries. Biblical studies are at a most 
^shockingly low ebb among Catholics, to most of whom the very 
names of the Prophets have a strange and unfamiliar sound. If 
'tfhe book of Baruch were to be republished separately to-morrow, 
■many of the educated members of the upper classes would, like the 
good Lafontaine, discern the talent of the rising young author, and 
outwardly rejoice to see it arrayed on the side of the ethical jevival 
preached by Jules Simon and M. Brunetiere. All sorts and 
^conditions of men fight shy of the Bible there. The pious laity 
manifest a positive repugnance to the inspired books, which, in their 
minds, are associated with Germany and England, Protestants, 
Puritans and atheists ; the clergy are so hopelessly at sea in every- 
thing relating to Scripture history that a Sunday-school street- Arab 
in England could readily put them to the blush, while the Bishops, 
whom an enlightened Bepublican Government never dreams of 
selecting for their learning, differ from the lower clergy only in rank. 
Even Cardinal-Archbishop Meignan, who is an honourable exception 

* J^^Bnseignement Biblique. 

. something more to stiy on this subject in a future article, when 1 reply 

Father Clarke and the Italian Jesuits of the CioiltA Cattolica. 
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among his co-religionists, would seem to have imitated the cow that 
gave the milk and then put her foot in it. In his well-intentiondd 
writings on the Holy Scriptures he advances statements and takea 
theories for granted which in the books of an educated layman would 
be censured as bitter and uncalled-for irony. Thus he characterisea 
the ups-and-downs of Jonah’s prophetic activity in the belly of a whale 
as — severely historical ; * shrewdly surmises that the relations which 
that ill-starred prophet culti rated with the Court of Assyria^ rendered 
him suspect in the eyes of the king and his suite ; t and blithely 
undertakes to describe to witty Frenchmen the vicissitudes of the 
Semites of Assur who inhabited Babylon and Upper Mesopotamia in the 
exciting times when Nimrod the hunter was king ! { And Cardinal 
Meignan, it should be born in mind, is the card and calendar of French 
Biblical erudition. But what can be reasonably expected of a country 
which serves as the fitting geographical frawne for the following cha- 
racteristic story ? A parish priest whose scriptural lore was 
considerably above the average was required by the local authorities 
to have the street before his church paved, and to see that in future 
that portion of the pavement was kept in proper repair. He refused. 
The municipal authorities insisted and pointed to the example of other 
house proprietors ; but the reverend gentleman indignantly answered 
that it was against his conscience to do as they had done because 
prohibited by the Bible, and in proof of this amazing assertion, he 
triumphantly quoted the text of Scripture : Paveant ill% ego non 
paveboy whereupon the city fathers slunk to their homes sorrowful but 
convinced. 

It is truly an invidious task to have to play the* part of candid 
friend to the champions of our Church and its Venerable Head ; but 
in critical moments many an act commends itself as a benefit and 
imposes itself as an obligation which in humdrum times would be 
aptly characterised as untoward and mischievous. Lest however my 
reverend Italian antagonists should tax me with heightening the 
colours of this sensational picture, I may be allowed to shift part of 
the responsibility for its production to the broad shoulders of one of 
the most orthodox and self-sacrificing Catholics in France, the Very 
Bev. Mgr. d’Hulst, who occupies the commanding position of Sector 
of the Catholic University of Paris. His moderate and measured 
language will convey to English Catholics a clearer idea of the 

**Les Prophotes djsrael,’' 1892, p. 370. f Ibidem, 

J Op, cit. p. 381. The manner in which the right rev. prelate defends the 
authenticity of the Pentateuch (p. 159, &c.) is of , a piece with the rest of his 
arguments and calculated to Inflict irreparable damage upon the cause he advocates 
in the eyes of all reasonable and intelligent men. One sample must suffice. The 
Pentateuch, according to Cardinal Meignan, was a document perpetually present to 
Israel . . ^ . always consulted and resembling, by its notoriety and its preservation, the 
Magna Gharta of England. Documents of this kind are not lost— nor invented.’’ 0p» 
cit, p. 507. 
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blank in the minds of their French co-religionists on the subject of 
the Bible and its history, than the most impassioned rhetoric. 
Speaking of the conflicting theories of Critics ‘and Traditionalists, 
the pious prelate says : 

“ Between the Christian thesis which maintains the doctriite of inspiration, 
and declares that God is the Author of the Holy Scriptures, and the conten- 
tion of naturalistic criticism which refuses to see aught therein save a 
human production interesting on the sjime grounds as that of Zoroaster, 
Confucius, or J3uddha, evevjj thinking man is ohliged to take his stand. And 
it must be confessed that on our side people are badly enough prepared to 
discharge the duty of choosing which thus imposes itself. In matters of 
Bible criticism, thmj are ignorant alike of the meaning of the terms, of the state 
of the gmstions and of the hearing of the controversies. Some fight shy of 
discussion, and seem to fear lest our beliefs should prove incapable of sup- 
porting ilm liyhl of dag ; and yet, minded to hang on to them for the sake 
of the moral guarantees they afford, they would fain keep them in the 
shade, and withdraw them from the control of science.” ' 

Again : 

“The faithful were surprised to see outsiders study so carefully those 
ancient texts which they themselves had almost ceased to read, and which 
Iheg venerated from afar vnlliont knowing f t 

Such — very euphemistically stated — is the mental condition of 
Catholics, entirely approved by the whips of the teaching 
Church,” in a country where a thorough knowledge of the Bible 
would seem to be of the highest importance, where a Benan lived 
and worked, where the army of sceptics is being yearly reinforced by 
new and ardent recruits, and where irreligion is often contemporaneous 
with the full enjoyment of normal mental faculties, and the season of 
faith and devotion coincides with the period of intellectual and 
physical decay. Yet there are not four bishops or five priests in the 
length and breadth, of the land whose acquirements in the sphere of 
Scriptural knowledge suffice to enable them to answer the objections 
or quiet the doubts of a man of ordinary reading and average 
intelligence. 

And this is the country which produced, some ten years ago, that 
rarest of rare phenomena — a priest who is at once a fair-minded yet 
erudite theologian, a well informed Orientalist, a writer of considerable 
literary merits, and a sincere worshipper of truth. How his know- 
ledge was acquired and his character moulded under the circumstances 
sketched above is a mystery. Like Melchisedec of old, he is without 
intellectual parentage or descent, alone, unique. Scandalised as much 
by the supine indifference towards the Scriptures ostentatiously 
exhibited by the Catholic clergy as by the sweeping negations of 

* “ La Question Biblique,” p. 202, Le Correspondant, Janvier 26, ISOSr . . 

t Op, cit, p. 201. 
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Inilliant men of letters like Renan, lie sat himself to stadj the BiUie 
at first hand, for the.express purpose of vindicating its anthorify from 
attacks based upon the researches of the critics* In 1882 AbbS 
Loisy was called to the chair of Hebrew at the “ free ” Catholic Uni- 
versity of Paris; in 1887* he was appointed to the fellowship of 
Assyriology, and two years later he was chosen to be professor of 
Holy Scripture at the same “ free ” institution. The learned works 
which he published during that period of his activity more than 
justified the confidence placed in him by the bishops, whose applause 
made up in intensity for what it may have lacked in discrimination. 
I advise — nay entreat — every honest Catholic who holds that truth and 
religion are not mutually hostile to read and re-read the writings of 
Abb6 Loisy, t more especially his “ Biblical Review,” | his “ Essay on 
Inspiration,” and his “ History of the Canon of the Old and New 
Testament.” French Catholics lavished upon them the treatment 
which they usually reserve for the divine Scriptures themselves — ^viz., 
they venerated the cobweb-covered volumes “ from afar and without 
concerning themselves about their contents.” 

It is not from a stranger§ and an adversary like myself that a 
panegyric of Abb6 Loisy can be reasonably expected. While respect- 
ing his motives, admiring his zeal, and recognising his desire to be 
impartial, I cannot blink the facts that his books are but first steps 
in the right direction, that he is never so critical or scientific as to 

• I cannot refrain from remarking how unfair it is to speak of ttie critics m 

attacking" the Bible, as the “sworn enemies of the Holy Scriptures," &c., as do 
most of our Catholic capologists. The notion that men like Graf, Yatke, Wellhauseu, 
Kuenen, Reuss were animated by hatred of the Bible is as preposterous as to affirm 
that the philologist Wolf owed a grudge to Homer, or that Niebuhr had taken a special 
aversion to the early Roman kings because of the trouble he had had in studying tWr 
** history " when a boy. I regret to say that the Encyclical to which his Holiness 
appended his illustrious name is not free from the same misleading assumption. For 
my own part, I should feel contempt for Wellhausen’s character if 1 believed him 
capable of suppressing a single argument in favour of the traditional view, and should 
think very lightly of his literary powers if I supposed him uiftble to state them more 
forcibly than our best apolcgists. We owe a debt of gratitude to the critics which it 
is ungracious not to acknowledge. Mgr. d’Hulst frankly admits, when speaking of 
the few Catholics who are beginning to feel an interest in Scriptural matters, that 
•‘it was in answer to the call of the indifferent, and under the guidance of the impiouis 
that they set themselves anew to peruse the Bible." Jbidem. 

t “ Histoire du Canon de I’Ancien Testament." “Histoire du Canon du Nouveau 
Testament." “ Histoire Critique du Texte et dcs Versions de la Bible." “ Les Evan- 
giles Synoptiques," a very remarkable work, of which only the first part has appeared- 
“Le Livre de Job." 

Z “ L’Enseignement Biblique," publication semi-mcnsuelle. This critical review was 
begun in 1892, and suppressed or discontinued (there i.s only a distinction without a 
difference) in January this year. 

§ In my article on the Tope and the Bible (Contbmporaky Review, April 1893. 
p. 471) 1 alluded to the Abb6 Loisy of Paris in the following words : “It would be 
unfair not to mention the Abb6 Loisy of Paris as one who, without ceasing to be a 
zealous Catholic and a pious priest, is likewise a genuine scholar." I have since 
had reason to regret — for the I^ofessor’s sake — that I struck oqt the foRowing 
sentence which originally formed portion of that passage : “ It is only right to add 
that 1 am totally unacquainted with Abbe Loisy, having never spoken to him, never 
seen hinii and never held any communication with him direct or indirect." > : 
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forget that he is a theologian with a brief to consult and a client, to 
defend, and that he seems incapable of balancing two conflicting 
opinions without throwing in a makeweight on the side of the 
traditionalist theory. He is, in a word, the Catholic critic of Bible 
criticism ; he tests every argument by the severest standards, sifts 
facts from surmises and probabilities, rejects everything which he is 
not forced to accept, and is then at the greatest pains to devise the 
mildest and most euphemistic forms in which to embody the con- 
clusions that remain when this winnowing process is over. And the 
feats of skill which he has accomplished in this direction are simply 
astounding. Thus in all these thousands of pages he has never yet 
declared in so many words that there are errors in the Bible ; he has 
never called in question or restricted the inspiration of the sacred 
books ; he refuses to endorse the theory that some of the writings 
were inspired while others were the handiwork of well-meaning men; 
and he has handled the thorny questions of the age of the Mosaic 
Law and the sources of the Hexateuch with the painfully delicate care 
of a peasant lifting up a new-laid egg. Nay, he has gone much 
further still ; he has actually accepted those propositions of the 
Encyclical which filled others with dismay — an act of submission 
which, coming from a scholar, is to me a psychological mystery. Nor 
was his acquiescence in words only : he has sacrificed his Review in 
order to demonstrate its sincerity, thus meekly allowing himself to be 
scorched by the fire which was incapable of warming him. 

And now this champion of theology, the papacy and Catholicism, 
has been degraded, expelled from the “ free " University, and gagged 
by his own allies — the partisans of the Pope, who have lost their own 
advocate in their indecent haste to sweep away the last vestige of 
intellectual liberty. This incredible piece of folly is the just measure' 
of the determination of the “ teaching Church ” to add to the keys 
given to St. Peter such bolts and bars as even the Spanish Inquisition 
refrained from using. The catastrophe happened in this way : 

One day last year the very reverend Rector of the “ Free ” Catholic 
University of Paris, overwhelmed with shame for the crass religious 
ignorance of his co-religionists, felt impelled to draw public attention 
to the evil, in an article which he published in a French Review.* He 
there roundly asserts, among other things, that if some Catholics have 
begun to glance at the Bible, the credit of this change for the better 
is entirely due to critics who are either wholly indifferent in matters 
of religion or are simply atheists, and, “ as a natural consequence, 
their acquaintance with the Scriptures became for many of them an 
occasion of perturbation and embarrassment, whereby some succumbed 

* Le CorreMpondant. Janvier 26, 1893. “La Question Bibliquc,” par Mgr. d’Hulsts 
PP. 201-261. 1 I 6 s 
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to the ordeal, others escaped only by closing the half-opened volnme, 
and by forcing themselves to think no more on the subject.” * 

Mgr. d’Hulst then set about quieting their misgivings and allaying 
their fears by expounding the various theories on the Bible question 
accepted by Catholics of one or other of the various schools. In this 
brilliantly written account he dwelt at unusual length upon the 
teachings of “ the broad school,” on the ground that little was known 
about it in France. In truth, so little was known about it there or any- 
where else, that down to the present moment no man has ever heard 
the name of its founder or of any of his disciples.t According to this 
mysterious Catholic school, Mgr. d’HuUt says, “ Error excludes inspira- 
tion in so far as it would be attributable to God the inspirer, but nof 
inasmuch as it is the work of the inspired author.” This formula 
and the conclusions drawn from it by the learned Rector raised a howl 
of indignation among the dogma- wrights of the “ teaching Church,” 
whose spokesman, the Jesuit Father Brucker, attacked Mgr. d’Hulst, 
in language as irreconcilable with Christian charity as with literary 
comity. The Rector, frightened by the spirits he had unwittingly 
raised, did what was possible to lay them. He protested that he had 
never endorsed these, nor indeed any views whatever on the subject, 
and that the broad shoulders of the broad school ” should alone be 
made to bear the responsibility for them. As the “ school ” in 
question was devoid of a local habitation and a name, and as an 
example must be made and a victim duly sacrificed, the broad school ” 
was forthwith identified with Abbe Loisy and his disciples.t No one 
took the trouble to test the correctness of the assumption ; no one 
even suggested that the accused should be heard in his defence. The 
Pope, acting upon Cardinal Mazella’s advice, fulminated his Encyclical 
in order to annihilate the “ broad school,” and the French episcopate, 
alarmed at the condemnat ion, was frightened into punishing M. Loisy, 
who was denounced as a sort of heresiarch. 

The bishops held a hurried consultation and deprived the Professor 
of his chair of Bible History, leaving him free to lecture on Semitic 
languages. But even this unmerited punishment failed to satisfy the 
zeal of the preachers of papolatry and blind obedience, who felt, and 
rightly felt, that M. Loisy, by creating a taste among Catholics for Bible 
studies, was the most dangerous enemy they had ever had to contend 
with. They therefore insisted on his expulsion from the “ free '' 
university. The bishops again hurriedly deliberated and unhesitat- 
ingly pronounced the wished-for decree, the real bearing of which, it 

* Le Corrti»pondani, Janvier 1893, pp. 201-202. 

t The reverend gentleman quotes Lenormant, Didiot, and Newman ; but, with the 
exception of the* first-named, these writers have fao voice in questions of Bible 
criticism. 

} The point of the story is that M, Loisy’s name is never once mentioned nor his 
works alluded to in the article. 
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is sincerely to be hoped^ they as little understood as did the synod of 
medid37al bishops who, when condemning certain theses of Abelard’s, 
after a somewhat copious meal, were physically unable to get tbeir 
tongues around the word damnamus^^ instead of which they mumbled 
ommus ; f whereupon Abelard exclaimed, Imo, iiatis in maH igno- 
mntw. J / 

It is thus that the one man in France, probably in the world, who 
could — ^if indeed any human being can — construct the golden bridge 
needed to allow the Church to pass over the abyss separating science 
from religion has been brushed aside and trampled under foot by his 
allies. “ He came unto his own, and his own received him not.”^ 
His fate would leave us indifferent, if we could hope that Christ’s 
promise to His Church will be fulfilled by an evident miracle, with- 
out the intervention of second causes, liut experience forbids us to 
cherish such a hope. It is interesting to read in the light of these 
facts the following profemon de foi published by Abb6 Loisy two 
years ago : 

“ People hold that a tlieologian cannot possibly be a historian in the true 
seiise of the word, when he has to deal with questions of Bible history. It is 
incumbent upon us theologians to prove the contrary by facjts, by showing that 
we are as capable as others of applying the critical method — sincere criticism 
—and even in a very true sense, free criticism, because in the sphere of 
iiible history as in every other branch of study, faith guides, without thwart- 
ing, the researches of science, and because the certain conclusions of criticism 
cannot clash with the certain data of faith.’^ § 

And this is the man who has been sacrificed as too radical a Bible* 
critic ! 

Such are some of the earliest fruits of the new papolatrous and 
dogmapoeic movement, which — I say it with sorrow and hesitation — 
bears the same relation to pure Christianity that the coarse mechanical 
Lamaism of Mongolia and Thibet bears to the simple and elevating 
teachings of Buddha. Left to develop on these lines, our Church 
must inevitably degenerate into a vast asylum for the mentally blind,, 
and Catholicism, like nationality, would become a mere accident of 
birth. For what man of normal faculties and average education 
could possibly acquiesce in the preposterous claims which are now 
being put forward all over the Catholic Continent ? Can we believe 
that on the one hand the Bible is calculated to lead outsiders into the 
Church, and on the other that its meaning cannot be grasped — even 
in little things — until authoritatively interpreted by that very 
Church ? Can we be reasonably asked to regard it as a divine work, 
written by God, absolutely free from all admixture of error — a unimm 

* We condemn. t We are swimming. 

$ In truth you are swimming — in a sea of ignorance. 

§ L'Enseignement Biblique/’ Avant-propos XV. 
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ia tbe literature of the world — ^and requested to lie until we are 
black in the face, in order to make it appear that what we are wont 
- to call gross errors in a human work are attractive little truths* in 
the Bible ? Are we to be compelled, in the name of the God of 
Truth and as the condition of eternal salvation, to believe firmly and 
•Unhesitatingly in the guesses of a few one-sided theologians about 
matters of the very rudiments of which they are often utterly ignorant^ 
to accept them as “dogmas for the crowd of the faithful,” which, 
their authors admit, may turn out false and misleading ? . Are we to 
, be obliged to endorse the views of the Pope on all-important questions 
•in which his Holiness possesses but one advantage over his advisera| 
viz., that although, like them, he may have everything yet to learn, 
he has at least nothing to unlearn on the subject ? Can we con- 
scientiously remain silent while countless Catholics are being forced 
to believe that the occupant of a throne stained by some of the foulest 
crimes recorded by history, must in virtue of his office be not merely 
occasionally infallible, but at all times impeccable, utterly incapable 
of committing sin ? 

Are English-speaking Catholics prepared to answer these questions 
in the affirmative ? If not, then surely it is high time for them to unite 
with us and to raise their voices in respectful protest, appealing 
from Leo XIII. to our Holy Eather the Pope, in the name and in the 
interests of the Papacy, of the Church, and of true religion. 

The Author of the “Poucy of the Pope.” 


* Abbo Loisj prettily terms them “ verites d'harmonie, vfJrit^s de proportion.” 



THE QUESTION OF KOREA. 


I VENTURE to think, for reasons which will be found bt low, and 
at greater length in my forthcoming book on the Ear Ea.st, that 
British opinion is being led on the wrong tack with regard to the 
question of Korea. And, moreover, that the Government, by taking 
no step to stem this ill-directed current, is preparing an unpleasant 
and wholly unnecessary situation for itself in the immediate future. 
Its silence was happily broken a few days ago by Sir Edward Grey's 
answer to Sir Thomas Sutherland, and as I am writing thirty miles 
from a railway, in the remcjte north* of Scotland, it may well be that 
further steps of which I am ignorant have already been taken in the 
same direction. There are, however, many considerations and facts 
which should be present in the minds of British readers, in view of 
the possible wide extension of the existing imbroglio, and these I 
shall attempt to state, only justifying my position by the remark that 
for more than three years I studied the Ear ‘Eastern problem in all 
the countries concerned, that I have visited all the treaty ports in 
Korea, ridden across the peninsula, and spent some time in Seoul. 


I. 

Korea seems a very poor place to fight for. Its people are plunged 
in the most miserable poverty of any in the poverty-stricken East. 
Even the Siamese peasant, the most elaborately taxed person in 
creation, is rich in comparison with his Korean brother. The latter 
dare not save a single cash to be invested in any visible form, for 
the omnipresent nijang-pan, under which name every oflBcial is 
ranked, would pounce upon it under some excuse or other. A five- 
pound note would have amply sufficed to buy everything I saw, with 
VOL. LXVI. . X 
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the possible exception of an animal or two, in a week’s journey in the 
interior. From the King down to the lowest hanger-on of the 
palace, the sole interest in life of the whole nyang-pan tribe is to take 
from the hewers of wood and drawers of water everything except 
what is absolutely necessary to the preservation of life. Hence the 
total stagnation of commerce among the natives. There is no city in 
the Far East except Seoul where the traveller cannot find some object 
of art or manutacture to bring home as a specimen of native work. 
There I went into the street of the cabinet-makers for this purpose, but 
the most costly cabinet I could find was offered for two dollars, and 
it was not worth bringing away. Again, Korean money is marvellous 
among the currencies of the world for its worthlessness. Three 
thousand sajM'lc, or cash, go to the debased Mexican dollar. They 
are made, so far as I could find out, of an alloy of zinc and dirt, anil 
you can snap them between linger and thumb like a biscuit. Need- 
less to add, they bear a grandiloouent inscription, declaring them to 
•be the treasure of the world, and commanding that no one debase 
?them. He would Ije an ingenious j verson who should attempt it, 
-Again, in Korea the women are the beasts of burden — shocking in 
appearance beyond description. Its king is the worst type of ruler 
•to be found in the whole East, and an interview with him and his 
son is a suggestion of the society of Gomorrah. The country has 
been believed by every traveller to possess considerable nai^uivil 
resources, but every attempt to develop these has come to utter 
failure. Mint, post-olilce, match factory, sericulture, mining — all of 
these have been introduced with a flourish of trumpets, to collapse 
miserably witliin a short time. If it had not been for the Japanese, 
Korea would still be the Hermit Kingdom, without a trace of trade, 
or the possibility of improvement. One thing only has saved it from 
being annexed by anybody who chose— the fact that it stands at the 
focus of the geography of the Far Eastern question, too important to 
Oreat Britain, ilussia, Japan, and China for one of these to encroach 
upon it without arousing the instant opposition of the other three. The 
Korean navy consists of half a dozen admirals,” who know no more 
about a ship than a Hindu knows about skates — indeed, how should 
they, since there is no Korean ship for them to know ? And the 
Korean army is almost equally non-existent. Tliere are a thousand 
soldiers or so, but no account need be taken of them. Two regi- 
ments of them were drilled for my inspection, and a very amusing 
sight it was— a sort of cross between Swedish gymnastics and the 
soldiers of Drury Lane pantomime. An eye-witness has just written 
in the that a number of newly-raised “naval soldiers” were 

armed with muskets without locks ! So much for Korea itself. It 
is little, but it is all. 
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II. 

Five^ years ago the Englishman who knows more of that inscrutable 
entity, the Chinese mind, than any man living, told me that of all 
her “ vassals,” there were only two for which China would fight — Thibet 
and Korea. Personally, I do not believe that anything which ceuld 
happen, short of an advance upon Peking itself, which would cause 
Chinato declare war against any European power. The role of sleeping 
leviathan suits her perfectly, but she well knows that the first step 
she might take would destroy the illusion upon whicli her security is 
based. What she likes is to remain perfectly quiescent, while the 
world trembles to think what she might do if aroused — to lie 
still in her Confucian savagery, while such utterances as that mass 
of rubbish called ‘‘ China : the Sleep and the Awakening,” which the 
ilarquis Tseng signed in the Asiatic Quartnhf a few years ago, and 
represent her as advancing with a cautious but irresistible march. 
The strangest thing is that the civilned world has been deceived by 
these tactics, and even such keen analysts of national characteristics 
as the late Mr. Charles Pearson have painted a future in whjch Chipa, 
having prepared herself by long training, should put forth her gigantic 
strength and overrun the world. This ethnical fable of ‘‘ Jack and 
the Beanstalk ” is amusing enough to anybody who really knows the 
•!irst truths nbout China, but it is safe to conjecture that nobody has 
been moved by it to such hearty laughter as the great Viceroy of 
Pechili himself. Chiua has long been destined to be the prey of the 
first armed comer. Fortunately for lierself, but unfortunately for 
the interests of other countries, this has been Japan. She has no 
illusions about China, and she is engaged in pricking the bubble. 
But the Beanstalk is hard to ciit down. A news agency solemnly 
announces that each province of China has been called upon to furnish 
20,000 men ; nineteen multiplied by 20,000 is 380,000, and the 
astounded reader is invited to believe that this enormous force is 
gathering and inarching to Peking like Lars Porsena’s men to 
Home. The new^spaper reader may perhaps not be expected to know 
that the Emperor of China could as easily raise 20,000 men in Mars 
as in some of his provinces ; that it would not be difficult to enlist 
a considerable force in one part of China to attack another part ; 
that absolutely no organisation exists in China for the handling 
of such masses ; that the men would find themselves without 
uniforms, without arms, without food, without the most rudi- 
mentary knowledge of war, without leaders of any description 
whatever ; or that a huge army of the kind in the neigh- 
bourhood of the capital would be almost certain to seize the 
opportunity to upset the present alien Government. But it is 
hardly making too high a demand upon any reader that he should 
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glance at the map of China, make a rough multiplication of the 
degrees of longitude he sees before him, and ask himself how 
20,000 men are to march a thousand miles through a country which 
is always on the verge of famine. However, when one of our leading 
statesmen is of opinion that China must inevitably win in the end, 

“ because of her enormous armed strength,” other people may be 
excused for going astray. One expression of opinion has puzzled me 
extremely. Captain Lang, R.N., to whose great administrative skill 
and absolute devotion to her interests China owes most of whatever 
naval strength she may possess to-day — and whom, it may be added, 
she characteristically rewarded by dismissing him by intrigue and 
with insult — has recently been reported as saying to an interviewer, 
among many other rather startling tributes to Chinese naval prowess, 
that “ with an officer like Admiral Ting, whom I would not hesitate 
to follow anywhere, the Chinese navy would prove a splendid force/' 
Unless my memory is very much at fault, this worthy “ Admiral ” 
has had no education whatever as a seaman, owing his appointment 
to the ordinary routine of competitive examination in the Chinese 
classics, tjnd being merely the nominal superior of Admiral — as ho 
then was — Lang, to save the face ” of the Chinese. In fact, I 
believe he was previously a cavalry General, a branch of the service 
in which ho would be equally unprejudiced by any information. 
Until I read this interview, moreover, I was under the impression 
that Admiral Ting Ju-ch’ang was the hero of the story of the 
Chinese Admiral whom Captain Lang found one day playing pitch 
au3 l)OS9, or what corresponds to it in China, with the sentry at his 
door, both of them seated on the floor of the Admiral’s cabin. 

The news at the present moment is that the Chinese fleet has 
disappeared, and that the Japanese ships are anxiously looking for it, 
while Li Hung Chang has explained that he knows very well where 
it is, but that for reasons of policy its whereabouts must be kept 
secret. The truth is, that if the Japanes'e do not sweep the Chinese 
frpm the sea, then study, skill, devotion, and experience go for nothings 
and there is no need for us to train our naval officers at all. One 
thing only could save the Chinese on the sea — the enlistment by 
large promises of money of European naval officers, in whose hands 
complete and unfettered control should be placed. The Chinese 
seamen are not wanting in courage, but naturally enough they have 
no confidence whatever in their leaders, and they would probably 
fight well enough to give their undoubtedly fine ships a chance if 
they were well commanded. Even in this case, however, the fear 
would be that the ships have been allowed to deteriorate to such an 
extent that nothing like their best could be got out of them. I 
remember once being shown by a Chinese naval officer over one of 
their biggest ironclads, which was on a cruise at the time, and 
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therefore presumably in first-rate condition. I noticed a gun care- 
fully protected in a canvas cover. As we passed it, I asked casually 
what it was. The officer explained with pride that it was a new 
<]uick-firing gun, and called a quartermaster to remove the covering. 
The order was obeyed with evident reluctance, and when the gun was 
at length exposed it proved to be used by one of the watches as a 
receptacle for their “ chow,'’ and was filled with chop-sticks and 
Jittered with rice and pickles. Of course I promptly looked the 
other way, but it required no knowledge of Chinese to interpret the 
remarks of the officer to the quartermaster. No doubt the whole 
watch went through the process of ‘‘eating bamboo” the moment I 
was off the ship; but the Chinese are incorrigible. It would be 
discouraging to a European engineer who should be appointed to a 
Chinese ship to find that if there were any subordinate boiler small 
enough for the purpose, it had probably been used for stewing 
•-'•Off- 

Another example of Chinese administration which camo to iny know- 
ledge may be interesting jit this moment. Some years ago the Chinese 
Covernment ordered a magnificent set of Hotchkiss cartridge-making 
machinery. In duo time this arrived, but two mandarins claimed it 
for their respective districts, and, failing to agree, each seized such 
portions of tho machinery as he could secure and carried them off to 
his own place. When 1 was there, half tho piachine was in one 
arsenal and half in another several hundred miles away. Unfor- 
tunately, Europeans are not always al;ove taking advantage of 
Chinese supineness. A cargo of cocoa powder was ordered from well- 
known manufacturers and landed at Port Arthur for use in the big 
guns there. By-and-by it was tried and found not to ignite, and 
finally the whole of it was thrown into the sea. But both Europeans 
and Chinese had pocketed a good “ squeeze ” out of the transaction, 
•Stories of this kind could be told by the hundred. Two itefns of 
news which have recently been telegraphed may be recalled in this 
connection. The first is that on the march from Pechili to the Yalu 
Jliver a large number of deserters fell out on tho first day. They 
were probably wretched coolies fainting for want of food, but they 
•were promptly beheaded. The second is that the Governor of Formosa 
ias offered rewards for the heads of Japanese officers and men. 
When his coast is blockaded, as it may soon be, to stop the 
supply of coal, his “ braves ” will have their chance. The 
Franco-Ohinese war was marked by horrible atrocities, first on the 
‘Chinese side, and later, by a natural process of retaliation, on the 
‘French also. I have stood on the spot where a Frenchman was 
skinned alive by Chinese, and when Frenchmen had witnessed the 
unspeakable mutilations and tortures to which their captured comrades 
were subjected, it was not surprising that any Chinaman who fell into 
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their hands received a very short shrift indeed. FmilUz-U moi !** 
was a familiar order in those days. It may be well to remember by- 
and-by in defence of the Japanese that they are civilised troops 
fighting an enemy as Qruel and unscrupulous as an Apache Indian. 
“ When under arms,*’ said Captain Lang in the interview I have 
quoted, “ one-half of the Chinese army is made up of savages.^’ I 
would suggest to any war correspondents who may be about to leave 
for the front that they will do well to attach themselves to the 
Chinese forces. If they then fall into the hands of the Japanese 
they will be treated with decency, whereas if they accompanied the 
Japanese they would be wise to adopt the method of men who fight 
the American Indians, and keep one cartridge to blow out their 
brains when capture became certain. At the risk of giving ofience* 
I will express one more opinion — that any white man who allows 
himself to be bribed into fighting #on the Chinese side should hence- 
forward be treated as a pariah by his fellows. Some of the reasons^ 
for this view will be found below. 


m. 

In spite of all that has been written about Japan, and of the thou- 
sands of people who have visited the country, Europe has not yet 
learned to take her seriously. The war with China and the treaty 
with England will at last force foreigners to see Jc'ipau as she is. The 
Japanese are a martial and a proud race, with marvellous intelligencCy 
and untiring energy and enthusiasm. When Western civilisation 

was thrust upon them at the cannon's mouth they were quick to 

perceive the material and intellectual superiorities of their unwel- 
come visitors, and they set themselves to adopt these as rapidly as 
possible. They have been laughed at for sending a Commission to 
Europe to decide upon the best religion, but this was really on a par 
with the multitude of investigations they have set on foot in other 
directions. They did not find the religion, but they found an army 

and a navy, equal, so far as they go, to those of any of the great 

Powers; in scientific studies, in medicine, in photography, in many 
kinds of manufactures, they are astonishing the few observers who 
watch them, and the world will soon be equally astonished at this 
new competitor for markets. As soon as Japanese statesmen realised 
what was meant by the comity of nations they desired to enter it, 
and their political ideal was at once placed in view. It is both a 
simple and a natural one — to hold the balance of power in the Far 
East. What England was supposed to be in Europe for a long 
period, that Japan determined to be in her own part of Asia. 
To this end she has followed twin paths. On the one hand 
she has fought to advance herself in social organisation, in 
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learning, in law, in political institutions. On the other hand, she 
has built< up an armed strength with which to protect these things, 
and compel other nations, when the time came, to recognise them. 
It is no exaggeration at all to say that in the future, when distin- 
guishing between the nations of Europe and those of Asia, Japan 
must be classed for all practical purposes with the former. As will 
be seen in faew months, Great Britain has taken the lead — and none 
too soon — in admitting this. It follows from the above that as China 
is the enemy, at all times and under all circumstances, of civilisation 
and of Europe, so she is the enemy of Japan, The Japanese regard 
the Chinese with ecpial hatred and contempt. To the Chinese the 
Japanese are traitors to Asia. Japan has long held toward Chinese 
immigrants the attitude which Australia and the United States have 
at length adopted. Outside the Treaty Ports there is not a China- 
man in Japan. And they would not be in llie Treaty I’orts if Japan 
were not prevented by the treaties which Western nations have 
forced upon her from keeping them out. She believes that there is 
nothing whatever either to be hoped or feared from China, a belief 
which we, too, shall probably share some day. Her first collision 
with China came in 1874, when China abandoned the Loo-clioo Islands 
to her. Then came the several collisions in Korea, in all of which 
Japan came off successful in the end. She will never give way to 
China at any point. Her view of China as a power is fairly expressed 
by a humorous article which appeared the other day in one of the 
Tokyo papers. There are two things, said tin.' writer, which are 
indispensable to every Chinese soldier in the field — an umbrella to 
keep the sun and rain from him by day, and a lantern to enable him 
to find his ^ay at night. What an opportunity, therefore, for 
Japanese merchants! Let them instantly send large cargoes of 
umbrellas and lanterns to Korea, and they will be sure of immense 
sales and profits. 

Unless a great change has recently come over the diplomacy of 
Japan, it is llussia that she fears. The sfjitua of all the other 

European Powers in the Ear East is fixed. Spain and f'ortugal 

count for nothing. Japan could wipe out either of them. France 
has no temptation to extend north and east of Tongking. Germany 
is making great progress with her trade, but she has no territorial 
advantages to seek. Great Britain has reached her limit, with the 
exception of the Malay Peninsula, which will certainly be hers 
sooner or later, and of Siam, in which developments are possible ; and 
Japan is not interested in either of these directions. But for 
Bussia the Far East lies in the direct line of immediate expansion. 
The Tsaiji as all European diplomatists are thankful to know, is at 
the present moment a great power for peace. In all relations, 

with this country at any rate, he has- maintained an attitude which 
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has made the path of international politics an easy and a pleasant 
one to tread. He has been firm but friendly, reasonable beyond the 
wont of monarchs, a devoted and straightforward ally to all preservers 
of peace, a terror to all who were tempted to imperil it. But Japan 
has learned that nations have to reckon with the inevitable Drang of 
other nations, and that they cannot count for security upon the desires 
of any individual. Japan has suffered once in a little transaction 
with Russia, when she exchanged Saghalin for the Kurile Islands. 
She has seen illegitimate European-directed sealing expeditions 
which sailed secretly from her shores, fired upon murderously by armed 
parties in Russian waters, and no redress or even information has been 
obtainable. She Las watched the Russian fleet come for its manceuvres 
year after year to the Korean bay. in which lies Port Lazareff : only the 
other day a Russian cruiser, the Viiur:^ was lost there. She knows 
that the Russian Minister at Seoul has tried — as one of his own 
colleagues expressed it to me— to Joiier ini (jrfnul rule dans iin i)dit 
troll. She has applied to the Iiussian Minister and the Chinese 
Resident there the proverb that ‘‘two foxes cannot live in the same 
sack.” She remembers when a Russian man-of-war — I think it was 
the Vladimir Movomw'h — beat to quarters in yokohama harbour and 
trained her guns upon an approaching British ship, and when she 
telegraphed down the coast for a little gunboat of her own which 
carried a 35-ton gun, and anchored it alongside the Russian before 
sending on board to exact an apology for so gross a brejich of 
neutrality. The time for Russian action in the Far East may not be 
ripe yet, for it will be long before the trans-Siberian railway will be 
of any service. But sooner or later Russia will desire a winter harbour 
in those waters, and that harbour would be a serious matter for Japan 
if it were secured in Korea, China, it is true, has received from 
Russia, and passed on to l^ngland, an assurance that Russia will not 
impair the integrity of Korea ; but Japan believes, whatever England 
may think, that this is not worth the prper on which it*is written, 
more than any other engagements to which China is a party. Thus 
this question of Korea stands in the direct line of Japanese political 
interests. 

.According to modern views, however, Japanese commercial interests 
still seem to present a more cogent argument than her political ones. 
These must, therefore, be briefly summarised at this point. Virtually 
the greater part of Korea’s modern trade has been created by Japan, 
and is in the hands of her merchants. Except with China and Japan, 
Korea has little trade worth mentioning, and the interest of the latter 
is exactly twice that of the former. The net value of Korean direct 
foreign trade for 1892 and 1893 together was $4^240,498 with China, 
and $8,306,571 with Japan. In tonnage of shipping the proportion 
is vastly greater in favour of Japan. -Her tonnage in 1893 was ot’er 
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twenty times that of China, end the number of vessels entered and 
cleared was over twenty-five times. The exact figures are : tonnage — 
China, 14,37G; Japan, 304,224: number of vessels — China, 37; 
Japan, 956. In fact, the tonnage of Japan’s shipping trade with 
Korea last year was more than seven times that of all other nations 
put together, including China ! There is, therefore, abundant ground 
for Japan to be keenly concerned with what goes on in Korea. Many 
a Western war has been fought to preserve a smaller actual and 
prospective commercial preponderance. 

IV. 

The present war is the last link in a perfectly straight chain of 
circumstances. Korea remained sealed against foreigners of all 
nations until 1876. In 1866 an American trading schooner called 
the General Sherman had been destroyed by the JCoreans, and her crew 
and passengers rhurdered. A man-of-war, the WarhitAeUi was sent 
to obtain satisfaction, but failed to do so. In 1870 a small American 
expedition again appeared, and while negotiations were in progress 
the Koreans fired upon a surveying party. Thereupon the American 
commander landed his troops upon the island of Kiang Hwa, destroyed 
five Korean forts, routed the army, killing three hundred men, and 
then retired, with the result that Korea was more firmly closed 
against foreigners than ever. The young King came of age in 1873, 
and succeeded his cruel and conservative father. In 1875 some 
sailors from a Japanese man-of-war were fired upon while drawing 
water at Kiang Hwa. The Japanese captain also destroyed a fort 
and killed a number of Koreans, but his Government followed up the 
incident by sending a fleet under General Kuroda to demand 
satisfaction, and offer the Koreans the alternative of a treaty of 
commerce or a war. The former was chosen, China, on being 
appealed to by the Koreans, refusing — as she has done on several 
similar occasions-^to have anything to do with the action of her 
nominal vassal. A treaty was therefore signed on February 26, 1876, 
between Korea and Japan, and from this moment dates the opening 
of Korea to foreign intercourse. On this occasion, too, the suzerainty 
of China was formally set aside, without any protests on her part — 
indeed, with her express recognition, since she refused to interfere. 
Article I. of this treaty reads as follows : Chosen being an indepen- 
dent State enjoys the same Sovereign rights as Japan.” Chemulpo, 
Fusan, and Wonsan were opened by this treaty to Japanese trade, 
fv The Xing himself was in favour of extending the same privileges 
to other nations at their request, but the conservative party prevented 
him. In 1882 fresh overtures were made by foreign nations, and the 
reactionaries took alarm. Led by a scholar” named Pe Lo-kuan, 
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an insurrection broke out in Seoul, directed chiefly against the 
Japanese, as the promoters of foreign intercourse. Several members 
of the Japanese legation wore murdered in the streets, the legation 
itself was attacked, and Consul Hanabusa and his staff were at last 
compelled to cut their way through the mob and make for the palace, 
where they hoped to find refuge. Here, however, the gates were 
shut against them, so they fought their way out of the city with the 
greatest pluck, and walked all night to Chemulpo, where, to escape 
violence, they put to sea in a native boat. Fortunately the Hritish 
surveying vessel, the Flying Fish, saw them, and conveyed them to 
Nagasaki. This happened in July, 1882. Of course the Japanese 
Government took instant action, but with great moderation began by 
merely sending Mr. Hanabusa back to Seoul with a strong escort, to 
demand reparation. This was abjectly offered, and a Chinese force 
which arrived with marvellous promptitude suppressed the rebellion, 
executed a number of the leaders, and caused their mangled bodies 
to be publicly exposed. A sum of $500,000 was' accepted by the 
Japanese as indemnity, but was subseciuently forgiven to Korea in 
consequence of her inability to pay it. Next year, other nations 
once more following in the steps of Japan, treaties with Korea were 
concluded by the United States, France, England, and Germany. 

In 1885 the whole incident was repeated, with this difference, that 
the instigators of the outbreak were a few students who had imbibed 
progressive notions in Japan, and who imagined that if they began 
by assassination foreign nations would support them. During a 
dinner-party to celebrate the opening of the new post-office, an 
attempt was made to murder Ming Yong-ik, an influential nobleman, 
who, though lie had visited the United States, w^as most bitterly 
opposed to the party of progress, and was known to have expostulated 
with the King for having conferred office on the students who had 
been educated in Japan. The revolutionary leaders proceeded to the 
palace, secured the person and to some extent the sympathy of the 
King, and in his name, and no doubt with his assent, despatched 
messengers, and finally an autograph letter from himself, to Mr. Take- 
zoye, the Japanese Minister, begging him to come instantly and safe- 
guard the royal person. Mr. Takezoye, accompanied by the legation 
guard of 130 Japanese soldiers, complied, and guarded the palace for 
two days. In the meantime, the revolutionists executed five of the 
conservative Ministers. By this time the Chinese troops in Seoul 
had decided to assert themselves : two thousand proceeded to the 
palace, and without allowing any opportunity for negotiation or ex- 
planation, fired upon the Japanese guard. Although outnumbered 
by almost ten to one, the latter had no difficulty in holding their own, 
but at length the King decided, to prevent further bloodshed, to 
place himself in the hands of the Chinese, and therefore he pro- 
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ceeded alone, with the consent of Mr. Takezoye, to the Chinese 
commander. Having no further reason for remaining, the 
Japanese left the palace, fought their way to the legation, 
but finding it surrounded by an armed mob of Chinese and 
ICoreans, and without any provisions for a siege, they quitted 
it again, and it was immediately burned behind them. Then 
for the second time the Japanese representative and a small band of 
his countrymen fought their way through the streets of Seoul, and 
walked twenty-six miles to Chemulpo, where they chartered a steamer 
and returned to Japan. Again the Japanese Government demanded 
satisfaction, but this time from China, on account of the action of the 
Chinese soldiers. The negotiations between Count Ito and Li Hung- 
chang, at Tientsin, in 1885, followed, and after long delays, and 
finally a distinct hint from the former that if a result satisfactory to 
Japan was not arrived at, war would be declared, the Convention of 
Tientsin was concluded. China agreed to withdraw her troops from 
Korea, to punish her officers who had commanded the troops in 
Seoul on the occasion of the attack on the Japanese there on 
December Gth of the preceding year, and to investigate the outrages 
committed by her troops on the following day. The clauses of the 
Convention, which has unfortunately never been published oflicially, 
were two. I^he first declared that the King of Korea should be 
invited to form a force sufficient to preserve order in future, to be 
trained by officers of some nation other than China or Japan, and 
that certain internal reforms should be instituted by him ; and the 
second, that either China or Japan should have the right to dispatch 
troops to Korea, if necessary to preserve order and protect their 
nationals, on giving notice each to the other, and that when order 
was restored both forces should be withdrawn simultaneously. Thus 
China at last formally recognised the equality of Japan with herself 
so far as Korea was concerned. This Convention shows one other 
important thing — that Japan put forward only the most moderate 
claims^ that she sought no advantages for herself in Korea, but 
accepted in full satisfaction of her demands conditions which merely 
guaranteed the future peace and prosperity of Korea. These facts 
should be borne in mind when charges of intemperance are made 
against Japan at the present moment. 

For the third time history has sought to repeat itself. Another 
rebellion broke out, which the King of Korea was wholly unable to 
suppress. This time Japan did not wait for the burning of her 
legation and the expulsion of her representative by the forces of 
Korean reaction. But let it be remembered that while landing troops 
in perfect accordance with her treaty rights, she again contented her- 
self with proposing to China the joint occupation of the country until 
reforms should have been definitely carried out to render future dis- 
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turbances impossible. Not one sign has she ever given, but quite the 
reverse, of the slightest intention to secure territorial advantages for 
herself in Korea. Upon China must rest the responsibility of refus- 
ing these terms. So far as my knowledge, of the situation goes, I am 
unable to see how Japan. could have acted up to this point with 
greater moderation, or could have been satisfied to propose any other 
conditions. 

Whether Japan was well advised to plunge into war without making 
more prolonged attempts to gain her ends by peaceful means is 
another question. I am well aware that Euroi^ean diplomatists are 
generally of opinion that she was not well advised to do so. It must 
be remembered, however, that Japan knows China far better than we 
do ; and that she may have had information which is not in the hands 
of spectators of her action, such, for example, as that China was pre- 
paring to place herself in a position of military supremacy in Korea 
before demanding her own terms for the future. At any rate, Japan 
has given abundant evidence, as (ireat Britain will be found to have 
recognised as soon as the now treaty is published, of her right to take 
her fate in her own hands, and so long as tho interests of other 
nations are not threatened it is difficult to understand by what right 
they would interfere. So far, let me once more repeat, Japan has 
demanded nothing but an assurance of the integrity of Korea and the 
reform of her abominable institutions. If European nations step in 
on the mere plea of preventing the horrors of war, one does not need 
to be much of a cynic to suggest that they would do well to begin 
nearer home. Japan, in tho opinion of those who know her best, may 
be trusted to conduct her hostilities in what is called a civilised 
manner. With regard to the affair of the Kow Shinf/, it would be 
presumptuous in any one not an expert to express an opinion, even 
if the facts were not in process of sifting at this moment. But it 
should not be forgotten that two eminent professors of international 
law have written to the Titnes asserting that Japan was well within 
her rights in the action she took. 


V. 

I come finally to the question of British public opinion and the 
British Government. For some inscrutable reason British opinion has 
from the beginning of the dispute been strongly anti- Japanese. The 
Times has within the last few days thrown the great weight of its 
authority a little more in the direction of sympathy with the Japanese, 
but otherwise, with the exception of the Daily Chronicle and the Pall, 
Mall Gazelle, every London paper, as far as I have seen, has pinned its 
faith to the justice of the Chinese side, and declared its belief in 
ultimate Chinese victory. And the Government, with the single 
exception of Sir Edward Grey's answer to Sir Thomas Sutherland, has 
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spoken no word to enlighten the community. Yet it has concluded 
a treaty, in the negotiation of which both Liberal and Conservative 
Administrations have taken part, recognising Japan as on an equal 
footing with every civilised Power, and conferring upon Japan the 
right of civil and criminal judicial control over British subjects. At 
last Japan will also be able to make her own Customs regulations, 
and will escape from the lordship of States of the overwhelming 
importance of Hawaii, Spain, Belgium, and I'erii, The result of this 
silence, it is to be feared, will be that the Government will produce its 
treaty at the very moment when public opinion in Great Britain has 
committed itself beyond recall to Ihe opposite side. The situation will 
be an unpleasant one, and might conceivably have far-reaching con- 
sequences. 

To the conscience of England the matter should take a slightly dif- 
ferent form. Japan, in spite of all her mistakes, stands for light and 
civilisation ; her institutions are enlightened ; her laws, drawn up b^ 
European jurists, are equal to the best we know, and they are 
justly administered ; her punishments are humane; her scientific and 
sociological ideals are our own. China stands for darkness and 
savagery. Her science is ludicrous superstition, her law is bar- 
barous, her punishments are awful, her politics are corruption, her 
ideals are isolation and stagnation. In thousands of Yamens 
throughout China men are tortured every day, hung up by tho 
thumbs, forced to kneel upon chains, beaten with heavy bamboos, 
their ankles cracked, their limbs broken. Every week men are 
publicly crucified and hacked to death by the ‘‘^thousand cuts.’' 
How is anybody to desire the extension of the sway of the latter 
rather than that of the former, without avowing himself a partisan 
of savagery ? 

Hknuy Nuuman. 

Ullapool, Ross-shire, August 18. 



BRITAIN AND THE UNITED STATES. 


COST OF LIVING COMPAIll^D. 


I P asked upon wliat subject the general opinion of Britons was 
farthest astray regarding tlie United States, one would not be 
far wrong in answering, As to the comparative cost of living in the 
old land and in the new. 

It will probably prove a work of time and of some difficulty to 
remove an impression so generally entertained as that which finds 
expression in the words recently spoken by a high English authority — 
viz., that ^^the United ytates would be a perfect El Dorado for the 
working-man, if it were not for the high cost of living.” 

It is easy to show how this impression has arisen. The Briton 
arrives in New York and hires a carriage, which has been waiting for 
the steamer several liours ; he is charged an exorbitant price ; he 
orders a bottle of imported wine, and finds it much dearer than at 
home; he learns that the cost of clothings made to order from 
imported material is also much dearer : and these things strike him 
deeply, because they are the first impressions received. When asked 
upon his return upon what data ho has reached the conclusion that 
the cost of living is dearer in the United States than at home, he 
invariably gives these three items, and stops there. But these do not 
constitute the chief sources of expenditure even to travellers, much 
less to residents. Asked how he found the cost of living at hotels, 
he remembers that it costs less in the llepublic, where the charge 
in the best hotels is from fourteen to eighteen shillings per day, the 
latter being the extreme rate in New York. For this he has a com- 
fortable room and all meals — breakfast, luncheon, dinner, and supper. 
He also remembers that he could scarcely have such a dinner at the 
!Metropole in London for the entire eighteen shillings, which pay for 
all meals and a room at the Windsor Hotel, New York. Asked how 
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he found the cost of travelling, he figures a little, and finds that it is 
just a little more than one-half, first class, even including sleeping 
cars. The cheaper cost of railway travel per mile, and of hotels, is 
not nearly offset by the extra cost of cabs and foreign wines. The 
visitor buys no clothing, and if wise will follow the American example 
and use the hotel omnibuses or electric cars, and rarely, if ever, use 
cabs, which are not an American institution. If the visitor wishes, 
however, to hire a carriage and pair by the day, week, or month, or 
for theatre or reception, he is provided in New York at prices not 
beyond those Charged in London — forty to fifty pounds per month, 
according to circumstances, and twelve shillings per night for a 
brougham ; for an afternoon in the park the charge for a carriage and 
pair is even less in New York. It is undoubtedly a fact that the cost 
of travel, including all necessary expenditures per day, over equal 
distances, is much dearer in Britain than in America. But this fact 
affects only the few travellers, usually persons of means, and is of littlp 
moment. The great point is, as to the comparative cost of living to 
the mass of people, the wage-earning class of the two countries. 

Let us calmly consider this. The income of the mass of working- 
men, skilled and unskilled, is from £G0 to £120 sterling per year. 
Now we must first learn the percentage of these earnings spent for 
each of the principal necessaries of life. According to the Bureau of 
Labour statistics of Massachusetts, the highest authority, these in 
England and America are as follows : 


Income, ^300 ( tOO) to §150 (.COO) ixt }ear. Income, Sr,o (,C90) to §000 ( tl2()) per year. 


Items. 

Ainctican. 

Eiii'I.sb. 

Items. 

Amei ii an. 

Eup'lisli. 

Subsistence . . 

i 

: 64 

81 

Subsistence . . 

63 

78*75 

('lothiiig . . . 

7 

7 

Clot lung . . . 

10 -oO 

10*50 

Itont 

20 

13 

Kent ..... 

15-50 

10*37 ; 

Fuel 

i 6 

6 

Fuel 

6 

6 > 

Sundries . . . 

i__ 

3 

Sundritjs . . . 

5 

5 1 

Total , . 

1 

110 

Total . . j 

lOM-OO 

110*62 1 


This shows the increased cost of articles in Britain to be lOJ per 
<5ent. But prices in the United States have fallen since this table 
was made, much more than in Britain. In Charles Boothes valuable 
work, “ Labour and Life of the People” (British), he gives the amount 
spent for food alone as from 60 to 50 per cent., according to the 
family revenues. In the broader term “ subsistence,” not only food, 
but all that enters the mouth is embraced. Thus ‘‘ subsistence ” i» 
the chief item of cost for the working-man’s family. It ranges from 
61 per cent, in America to 81 in England. The reason for this 
difference is obvious. Of course, all food is cheaper in the United 
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States than in Britain. The former exports it to the latter. Tobacco 
is very much cheaper. America grows tobacco, and only taxes it 
per pound, as against a 3^/. Cd. tax in the Monarchy — fourteen times 
as great. Of course, what he drinks is cheaper. The duty on 
whisky is 20t/. per gallon, as against 1 U . — six times greater — in 
Britain, and it is made more cheaply in Kentucky than in Ireland or 
Scotland. Upon beer the taxation is 4s. and 7s. respectively per 
barrel. Tea and coffee are free of duty to the American ; they aro 
taxed to the Briton. Sugar (raw) is free in both lands, but in the 
Republic there is a slight tax upon foreign refined. When the 
masses in Britain realise how heavily they are taxed compared with 
the workers of the United States, there will probably be a prompt 
demand for reductions upon articles embraced in the term “ Sub- 
sistence,” and especially for a free breakfast-table. 

The low cost of what goes into the mouths of the people throughout 
^e United States would surprise any British investigator who made* 
it a study, but the cost of living in the forty-four States, occupy- 
ing a continent, is to be determined not only in New York City, and 
in the cities and towns upon the Atlantic sea-coast, to which products 
of the great West have to bo transported, but also by taking into 
account cost at the centre of population, which is now near 
Indianapolis, Indiana, midway between Chicago and St. Louis, eight 
hundred miles inland from New York. 

Having dealt with, say, three-fourths of the total expenditure of 
the working-man’s family — namely, that for subsistence ” — and 
found that it cannot be otherwise than that thcj articles consumed 
must be cheaper in Indianapolis than in Manchester, by at least the 
cost of rail and ocean transport and merchant’s profits, we come 
to the second item, which is “ rent,^’ consuming 20 per cent, of 
the earnings of the family in America and io .in England. The 
British workman lives in a smaller house. The better class of 
American, as rule, has three or four rooms : the Briton two. Rent is 
undoubtedly much higher in tile newer land. 

The next item in importance is “ clothing,” which represents 7 per 
cent, of the expenditure in the United States, and exactly the same 
percentage in Britain. This will, no doubt, surprise most readers 
until the reason is given, which is, that while clothing made from the 
finest imported cloth is very much dearer in America than in Britain 
where the cloth is produced, clothing made from the American cloth 
is very cheap indeed, and serviceable. It is, however, coarse and 
harsh, and not so agreeable to wear — harsher even than the Scotch 
cheviot. But the mass of the people wear it as they wear woollen 
underclothing of the same kind. Hence the. masses are not affected 
by the duties placed upon the fine woollens, which are imported only 
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for the rich few. I have before me advertisement in the American 
papers of complete suits of ready-made clothing ranging from two to 
three pounds — just the cost in Britain. 

Here is a true story bearing upon this subject. A well-known 
member of Parliametit, addressing his constituents in the Midlands 
some time ago, told them that living for the working-man was much 
higher in America than in Britain, and said that the cost of clothing 
was three times as great. A copy of this speech was sent to his 
friend, one of the best-known men in the United States, whom the 
speaker was in the habit of visiting. A short time after, he visited 
his friend in the Republic, accompanied by his wife. One morning 
the host appeared at breakfast in a new suit which elicited general 
admiration, the English lady stating that it was “ much smarter than 
the suit worn by her husband.” The host then asked his visitor 
what he supposed the suit cost him ; to which the unwary Briton 
replied, Well, the suit I am now wearing cost me £7, and I suppose 
yours, in this terribly protected country, must have cost £12.” This 
was his opinion after having examined the suit. Well,” said his 
host, I paid just (18s.) for this suit, and I wish you to take it 
back to England and show it to your constituents and tell them this.” 
Amidst much laughter, this was declined, llis host had seen in the 
village a travelling van from Boston, from which ready-made clothing 
was being sold, and asked the vendor if he had a suit to fit him ; to 
which ho replied, ‘ Yes, and if you take a suit you can have it at 
wholesale price. Retail price is $6 (24, s.).” ‘‘Very good; send it 
to th# house.” It was promptly sent, with the result stated. Of 
course it was American material, not as smooth or as fine as the cloth 
worn by the honourable member ; nevertheless, a good, smart suit. 
The price, however, was so very low that it is fair to record that I 
should hesitate to say that it was likely to prove serviceable. For £3, 
however, serviceable suits are easily obtained. . 

When we look at the amount of the extra fine woollen goods 
imported by the United States, we see how trifling it is compared 
with the total consumption of wool. In 1890 the value of home 
woollen manufactures was $338,000,000 — say sixty-eight millions 
sterling. The import of the high-priced fine foreign woollens was 
only $35,500,000 — seven and a tenth millions sterling. It is safe to 
say that the value per yard of the foreign was double that of the 
domestic ; hence the number of yards of foreign woollens used was 
^ot much beyond 5 per cent, of the amount consumed, and all 
ky the few wealthy people who alone use the high-priced foreign 
articles. 

We have the same result with cotton manufactures, the value of 
the home American product being $268,000,000 — fifty-four millions 
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; the ai^ount imported being $28,000,000, not six millions 
iterling, which represents not quite 5 per cent, of the total consump- 
tion, assuming double value per yard for the foreign. The amount of 
cotton goods used by a working-man*8 family is considerable. 

In regard to silks we have the following figures for the year 1890 : 
product of American mills, $09,000,000 — thirteeen millions eight 
hundred thousand sterling ; the imported manufactured silk, 
$31,000,000 — six millions two hundred thousand sterling. It may 
safely be assumed that the value of silks imported, per yard, was 
double that of the domestic, so that more than four yards of Ameri- 
can silk were consumed to one of foreign. 

While upon the subject of clothing I may note two facts within 
my own experience. An American family, having numerous ser- 
vants, resides part of each year in Britain. The servants pass to 
and fro, and thus have opportunities to purchase their clothing, boots 
and shoes, &c., either in the one land or in the other. The rnen- 
. servants continue to purchase clothing in the old land. The women- 
1 servants find they can purchase to better advantage in New York. 
•Boots and shoes are purchased by all in New York. 

The second instance : A Scotch- American family with five chil- 
dren spend part of almost every year in Scotland. The able, thrifty 
mother formerly took the opportunity to supply her own and the 

* children’s clothing, &c., in Glasgow. Upon recent visits she has pur- 
chased nothing upon this aide, and I heard her give as a reason, that 
she found that clothing for herself, and especially for her children, 
could now be purchased better and cheaper in New York •than iu 

• filasgow. 

The well-known Free-Trade or tariff-reform writer, Mr. Schoenhof, 
was deputed by the State Department to report upon cost in the 
United States and Britain, and reported as follows some years 
ago:— 

So far as clothing and diy goods in general are concerned, I find that 
•cotton goods are fully as cheap in tlie United States as here. Shirtings and 
sheetings, if anytliing, arc superior in (piality for the same money with us, 
so far as I can judge from the articles exposed for sale in the retail stores. 
Articles for underwear for women, iiia<le of muslin, are far superior in work- 
manship and finish, and cheaper in juice, in the United States. Nor can T 
find that men’s shirts, when chiefly of cotton, are any cheaper here. Of 
boots and shoes, if factory made, the same may bo said. In workmanship 
and finish I find corresponding articles of the wholesale process of manufac- 
ture superior in the United States. This is true of clothing as well as of 
cuffs, collars, and like articles.” 

Prices of articles other than agricultural have fallen in the United 
States much more than in Britain since Mr. Schoenhof reported. 
This fall has been so great as to put the price of Bessemer, pig-iron, 
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and steel billets at Pittsburgh lower than at Middlesborough 
enable American carpets to be sold in Britain ; to tempt the leading 
American shipbuilders to ask permission to tender for some of the 
new British war-ships ; the Clyde Trustees to purchase their new and 
powerful dredgers in New York. It has also enabled the American 
manufacturer of agricultural implements to reach the British market, 
and the quarrymen to send granite from Maine to Aberdeen. 

The next item which figures in the expenses of the working-man's 
family is fuel.” Speaking generally, this is much cheaper in the 
United States than in Britain. If we compare New York and 
London, New York receives anthracite coal as cheaply as London 
receives bituminous coal. The former will, at least, give double 
service, and it is said to yield three times as much.* In the centre 
of population in the United States the cost of coal does not exceed 
8s. per ton. In the great western J'onnsylvania and Ohio districts 
it is not more than 6s. ^J^he American has to use more coal in 
winter owing to the severer cold, and has more tires going in his 
larger house. Experts hove found that the percentage of their 
earnings spent by the American and Briton on fuel is equal — viss., 
0 per cent. 

It has been common in Britain to attribute the supposed higher 
cost of living in the United States to the effect of the tariff. Now a 
little consideration will show that this impression is not well founded. 
The principal highly-taxed articles under the McKinley Bill are five : 
First, the extra fine silks of France ; second, the fine woollens and 
linens of Britain; third, the extra fine linens of Oermany and 
France ; fourth, the high-priced wines of France ; and fifth, Havana 
tobacco and cigars. The duties on all these are very high. Woollens 
60 per cent, of their value, silks even higher, champagnes 52s, per 
dozen, &c. &c. This is our “ Democratic ” Budget. There is not a 
working-man in America who uses any of these articles. It is 
considered good policy thus to tax heavily the luxuries of the rich, 
and admit free the tea and coffee and raw sugar used by the masses. 
It is not probable that this policy will, be reversed, or even greatly 
modified, however much talk there may be of tariff reform. Indeed, 
the wholesome tendency now seen in Britain to lay the burden of 
taxation upon the wealthy few who can best afford to bear it is not 
less strongly marked in the llepublic. The necessaries of life used by 
the workers will probably remain duty free in the llepublic and soon 
become free in the Monarchy, and the luxuries of the rich will 
continue to be taxed more and more in both lands. 

The additional duty placed upon tinplate did affect the mai^ of the 
people slightly, but this was admittedly in the nature of an experiment; 
it ends after six years, three of which have already passed. The 
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difference of duty amounted to a halfpenny upon five ordinary-siaed 
tin cans, so that if a working-man’s family uses five cases of canned 
fruit per week the tax cost him one cent. .• 

The position of the supposed unfortunate farmer of the United 
States used to be cited, and the point made, that owing to the tax 
upon machinery he had to pay more for his agricultural implements 
than was otherwise necessary, but as the American has now the 
command of the world for agricultural machinery, and exports it, the 
farmer is no longer interested in the tax upon foreign machinery. 

The appearance of the United States as an exporting country of 
manufactured articles, owing to reduced costs, is one of the notable 
events of recent years. Here are a few items: In the year 1893 
agricultui’al irrf^lements were exported to many parts of the world to 
the extent of nearly £1,000,000; manufactures of copper to the 
extent oj £900,000 ; cotton manufactures, £2,400,000 ; iron and 
steel, and manufactures of these, £6,000,000 ; carriages, cars, &c., 
more than £500,000; wood, and manufactures of wood, over 
£5,000,000 sterling, American furniture being now largely exported. 

In the year 1892 the Kepublic exported as much iron and steel, and 
manufactures thereof, as she imported — viz., $28,000,000 worth in 
both cases — five and three-quarter millions sterling. 

It is notable that musical instruments, valued at £360,000, were 
exported; glass and glass ware to the extent of £1,600,000 ; leather 
and manufactures of leather, over £2,000,000 ; paper and manufactures 
of paper, to the extent of over £300,000 (some English journals are 
now printed upon American paper) ; instruments for scientific purposes, 
£260,000 ; clocks and watches, over £200,000. 

The export of manufactured articles rapidly increases year after 
year, but, unlike that of Britain, must ever remain totally insignificant 
as compared with the value of the total home production of manu- 
factures, which was no less in 1890 than £1,750,000,000. The value 
of British manufactures in 1888 was not quite half as great, being 
£820,000,000. 

The prosperity of a new continent like the United States is not to 
be gauged by its foreign but by its home commerce. As the new 
land more and more supplies its own wants, her foreign commerce 
must relatively decline ; more of the cotton grown, for instance, being 
manufactured at home, and less going abroad, and so with all the 
natural products, as also with many articles now imported, which will 
be made at home. 

In view of the facts here noted, and also the obvious fact, that 
subsistence must be cheaper in one country than in the other, and that 
this edfbraces three-fourths of the total cost of the necessaries of life 
for a working-man’s family, how are we to account for the general 
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impression still lingering in Britain, that the cost of living is higher 
in the United States ? Simply for this reason : that while it is true 
that a pdnnd sterling in the United States to-day will purchase more 
of the necessaries of life for the mass of the people than it will in 
Britain, and while the American workman has great advantages over 
his fellow British workman in consequence, still it does not follow by 
any means that the American workman lives as cheaply as the Briton 
— far from it. He has much higher wages. The report of the 
■Senate Committee recently made shows that the average percentage 
of American wages obtained by the British workman is only 56 i per 
cent. — not much more than one-half — the principal* handicrafts being 
made the basis of comparison.* Having higher revenues, the 
American is not content to live without what would be considered 
luxuries in any of the old countries of Europe. He earns more and 
he spends more. Therefore, in one sense it is true that the cost of 
living as the American workman lives is greater than that of the 
Briton as he lives. But it is none the less true that this arises from 
the fact that he lives in a different manner. For those similar things 
which are absolutely necessary the cost is much less in the newer 
land. 

The American workman and his family can live very cheaply indeed 
if so inclined, or they can spend inordinately just as easily as in any 
other country. We find this proven by the expenditures of foreign 
workmen, especially Hungarians and Italians, who have in recent 
years emigrated to the United States in great numbers. The usual 
price paid by these foreigners to the keeper of the boarding-house is 
ten cents. (5rf.) per day for food. They usually sleep in wooden huts 
erected for them by their employers. In times of unexampled 
industrial depression, like the present, the ability of the masses of 
the people of the United States to live cheaply and yet comfortably 
is of the greatest moment, for it has shielded them from much acute 
suffering which would otherwise have resulted from the lack of work 
— an experience new to this generation of Americans, a^d likely 
soon to pass away, unless the faith of capital in the maintenance of 
the gold standard be again shaken. An equivocal note upon this 
subject, struck by the Secretary of the Treasury in May last year, 
paralysed the business of the country for the time, and recovery has 
been retarded Ijy impending new legislation affecting duties upon 
imports. 

Whether America be the El Dorado of the working-man or not, 

* But it is to be noted that since this report was made, three years ago, wages 
fcave fallen in the United States, probably as much as 10 per cent., as compared with 
wages in Britain. This fall, however, is likely to prove temporary, as until the panic 
of July last year the tendency was to even higher wages than existed at the date of 
the report. 
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depends upon the workman himself. He and his family can now live 
for less than a family in Britain, if they will live as frugally. They 
are in the position of the old Scotchwoman I knew, who, being asked 
if she could live upon a certain sum as an annuity, replied, “ Ou ay, 
I could live on half o’t, but I could spend dooble.” That is to say, 
a pound sterling in the new land, judiciously spent for the necessaries 
of life by the working-man and his family, will to-day purchase more 
of these in the new than in the old home of our race — a fact pro- 
bably fraught with far-reaching consequences upon both sides of the 
-Atlantic in the not distant future. 

Amdrew Carneuie. 



the new drift in foreign affairs. 


I T is a common belief in this country tliat the peace of Europe rests 
upon the firm rock of a certain Alliance. For years past we 
have been taught nothing else by political authorities whose business 
it is to instruct those beneath them in such matters. Instruction, 
however, is hardly what we mean; for of that there has been 
extremely little. What suggested the word was never more than 
persistence in the cultivation of an idea to this effect : that nothing 
less than an imperative concatenation of circumstances established the 
Triple Alliance ; that the forces, unconquerable as the laws o^ gravita- 
tion, which had bound together the three members of the confederacy, 
would of course keep them together ; and that their assured union, 
supported as it was by the smiles of Great Eritain, left little to wish 
for in the way of security for our own peace and comfort. For the 
Alliance had been formed for the very purpose of keeping in check 
our only rivals and disturbers, Russia and France. 

Since this one idea of the state of things Continental took posses^ 
sion of the public mind in England, there have been times when it 
seemed to some eyes over-confident. And we all know that a few 
months ago an Administration by no means Jingo, and by no means 
flush of cash, was so unconvinced of England's security that it 
hastened to make great additions to her naval strength. That, how- 
ever, was done upon the discovery that the French sea-armaments were 
becoming much too formidable as compared with our own ; and not 
at all (or so it was given out) because of any troublesome change in 
the relations of the Continental Powers with each other or with 
themselves. True, the animosity of the French (no mere gust, and 
far more popular than official) had been deepening at a rapid rate for 
two or three years, but there was no alarming novelty in that. We 
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quite understand, as Englislimen, how dangerous national hatred may 
be when it breaks out between one Continental country and -another ; 
but, as Englishmen, we do not understand that the hatred of any 
foreign people for ourselves can be of the slightest consequence. The 
really alarming thing would have been the appearance of some 
substantial reason for believing that the stability of the Triple Alliance 
was imperilled ; and nothing of that sort did appear, neither could 
the likelihood of instability be hinted at with the slightest chance of 
credit. Yet at this moment my own advice to the few Englishmen 
who still comprehend that we cannot vote ourselves out of the 
European system would be this : Question your belief in the existence 
of the Triple Alliance. Doubt whether, substantially, it has not 
ceased to exist. Quite true that there lias been no rupture of that 
partnership. Quite true that it stands in all its forms. But nearly 
everything that gave life to it has disappeared through certain 
processes of change. 

If we look along the history of the last half-dozen years we shall find 
little difficulty in seeing what those processes are. liike the “ Three 
Emperors ” agreement which preceded it, the Triple Alliance has been 
called “ the League of J^eace.” How peace was understood by the 
coalition to which the Czar was a party, w^hat infractions of peace it 
was specially meant to guard against, is not so well known, perhaps, 
as the intention of the Alliance in which Italy made a third. The great 
point in the former understanding probably was, that France was neither 
to be interfered Avith nor allow'ed to enter upon wars of revenge. 
What we call the Triple Alliance has always been understood as a 
peace league against any Bussian attack on the German frontier, as 
well as against the French war of revenge — a war which was never 
likely to be undertaken without the Czar s help. Of all certain things 
in the political outlook, the most certain appeared to be that a 
German quarrel with either Russia or France would be a quarrel with 
both ; and, mighty as the German Empire had become, a foursome 
war, in which it would have the aid of Austria alone, was thought 
dangerous. The German Powers believed themselves in absolute 
need of an ally if peace was to be secured ; and, that being their 
dmbtful case, Italy was persuaded to come in and form a Triple 
Alliance. 

The Triple Alliance must be called Prince Bismarck’s work, but it 
would not have been concluded, and it could not continue, without the 
help and maintenance of the British Government. How much the 
Alliance depended on that support was unknown for some time, and 
even now seems to be imperfectly understood by our indifferent 
British public. And where the facts were known there were some, 
including Mr. Gladstone, who thought the Alliance a grievous mi.stake 
for Italy, and that the English Government was gravely at fault in 
helping Italian statesmanship into the error. But* both Lord 
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Salisbury and Signor Crispi had their reasons; and since these 
reasons retain much of the vitality which the compact itself has lost, 
it is needful to bear them in mind. 

At that time, be it remembered, the war preparations of Russia 
had a very doubtful look, as viewed from Berlin ; and while French 
animosity was still turned mainly in that direction, the hatred of the 
Russian people for all Germans was in full ferment. Standing alone 
before these portents, the German l^owers could not feel secure. In 
other words, peace was not secure. Now peace, as the late Lord 
Derby said, is ‘‘the greatest of British interests’'; and the war that 
loomed in sight was so far from being a little one that it seemed 
likely to involve the whole of Europe, first or last. Therefore, to 
prevent it, if that could bo done by tolerable means, became a British 
responsibility. But what were the means at command ? Now by 
persuasion, now by menace, now by underground endeavours to embroil 
us with the French, Prince Bismarck had tried his utmost to bring 
England into open alliance with the German Powers; for England in 
a “ league of peace ” would have made all snug. But do we not 
know that it is “ impossible " — (that is the word, and it will probably 
stand till it takes a meaning totally different from that which we 
now intend by it) — don’t we know that it is impossible for any 
British Government to form such an alliance ? If, in the judgment 
of the wisest and most knowing Minister conceivable, war could only 
be averted next year by entering into formal fighting alliances this 
year, it would still be “ impossible.” To ask why is bootless ; it is a 
fatality. However, there was another way out of an ugly danger. 
Italy might join the German Powers, on such guarantees as the word 
of an English Minister might offer that in certain contingencies the 
Italian coast-line would be protected from attack. And it appears 
that, on no better security than this, Italy did consent to implicate 
herself in an alliance which, if the contemplated war happened to 
break out, would expose her long seaboard to all the ravage which the 

French navy could inflict. ^ ^ , 

The personal assurances of a Minister like Lord Salisbury in a 
matter of this kind have a more lasting weight than they seem at 
first sight to carry. Nevertheless, we may be quite sure of this : they 
would not have satisfied the Italian Government but for certain 
calculations based on the most imperative necessities of English policy. 
It seemed all but impossible that British statesmanship should permit 
the destruction of that third I’ower in the Mediterranean of which 
France is so bitterly jealous— that third Power whose friendship, 
now that the French fleets have become so strong and French ani- 
mosities so eager, might make all the difference in the world to 
England’s existence in that sea. And if this was Signor Crispi’s 
calculation in accepting Lord Salisbury’s informal promise, we may 
be ieve the promise given on precisely the same ground. Inasmuch 
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as the English Minister persuaded Italy to join the German alliance, 
it was probably done for three different reasons, and all good : first, 
to put off the prospect of a monstrous war ; second (and perhaps 
equally), lest the German Government, alarmed at its outlook, or 
angrily disgusted at England’s determination to make no responsible 
engagements, should contrive other understandings by which England 
would suffer ; and last, because the continued existence of Italy as a 
strong Mediterranean Power, and the friendship of that strong Medi- 
terranean Power with ourselves, have become cardinal points of policy 
for England. The arguments that prevailed upon Italy were equally 
clear : (1) the same staving off of a war which was so likely to drag 
the Italian kingdom into it; (2) the jealousy of France and the 
enormous preponderance of her navy ; (*3) the advantage, therefore, 
of agreement with a still greater naval Power, and the trustworthiness 
of agreements which rest upon clear mutual advantage. 

These are the arguments which brought Italy into the Triple 
Alliance, and these the considerations which explain the part of our 
own Government in that business. Why we recall them and the later 
course of affairs in Europe will presently appear. 

We have seen that the Triple Alliance was established at a time 
when the Germans were gravely apprehensive that race-hatred and 
ambition in Eussia, race-hatred and revenge in France, would combine 
to strike at the new great empire before it was fairly consolidated. 
Yet there seemed little likelihood of war as long as the old 
Emperor lived, for two reasons. Anxious above all things that there 
should be no more fighting for Germany in his day, he would listen 
to no one who counselled the striking of an anticipatory blow ; while 
as for the Czar, the belief was that personal alfection would restrain 
him from hostilities in the old man’s lifetime, even though h\s prepa- 
rations were complete and his purpose settled. But as the aged 
Emperor’s hour drew nigh, the French and Kussian armaments still 
going on meanwhile with a rapidity almost ostentatious, the German 
fears increased. The Emperor died, and with him died the securities 
for peace which we have named. His successor reigned for a few 
months amidst a welter of intrigue, accusation, recrimination, 
absolutely , odious; and then the present Emperor came to the 
throne. 

It will be remembered that for some montlis before that event all 
Germany was in a furious rage against England and everything 
English. In a great measure, it was an inspired fury — fury inspired 
from the highest circles. The circumstances of the Emperor 
Frederick's accession had to do with it ; his supposed subjection to 
English influences had to do with it ; but what moved the Bismarckian 
circles to wrath was that though the German prospect had darkened 
so much with the old Emperor’s death, England still refused to join the 
league of peace, and so put the anJieties of Germany to rest. The 
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young man who became the Emperor Frederick’s successor had his 
full share of the general irritation — even more ; and it is no secret 
that he came to power with a predetermined policy founded on that 
sentiment and all that provoked it^ He had made up his mind 
thdt alliance with England was not only hopeless but worthless ; 
that her fighting days were over ; and that these obvious facts should 
determine the right course for Germany. He had his own plans for 
securing and glorifying the future of liis empire ; and it is certain 
that we should find in those plans no scheme of consolation for 
England should she discover the grand mistake of her policy ; namely, 
that henceforth the peace of the world (her own included) is to be 
guarded without any risks for herself. 

The new Emperor had not been many weeks on the throne when 
he hurried to Russia with these ideas and these plans ; upon which, 
with the Czar’s 'co-operation, an entire re-ordering of European 
affairs was to be founded. The Emperor’s own account of his errand 
was that he went to “ seek an understanding ” ; and though he after- 
wards went to Vienna and Rome (where there was no need to seek 
what he had already got), the main purpose of the tour was ex- 
hausted with his visit to the Czar. That visit was an error and 
a failure. To use the language of common life, the Czar would 
have nothing to do with him; an unfortunate manner did him 
much harm both in Austria and Italy ; so that the outcome of 
the tour was simply this : the estrangement of Russia had been 
confirmed, his own allies had been alarmed, and liugland’s selfish 
isolation remained undisturbed. To understand the full effect 
of this failure on the Emperor’s mind, one surprising little episode 
of subsequent occurrence should be recalled to memory : the Empress 
Frederick's visit to Paris, at her son’s instance. It is hardly doubted 
that the desperate intention of that visit was to see if a way of 
reconciliation with France herself might not be opened. The signifi- 
cance of that attempt survives. It is not at all to be forgotten. 

With these events a new chapter in European history began, a 
chapter in which two things stand out in special prominence. One of 
them, the gradual weakening of the Triple Alliance: partly by the 
foibles of the German Emperor, but most by the unendurable financial 
strain upon Italy and by failing confidence in the wisdom of Signor 
Crispi’s undertakings and the substantial value of British support. 
The other thing is the absolute preponderance of Russia in continental 
Europe, as a consequence of the Czar’s resolve to hold off from his 
German cousin, meanwhile continuing to arm, watch, and wait. 
There has been arming on all sides, and watching and waiting too ; 
but not in the same ease of mind or the same sense of mastery. It 
is hardly too much to say that the re-armament of France has been 
perfected under Russian protection ; and not at all too much to say 
that when, a few mouths ago, the Ozar no longer hesitated to declare 
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a Bussian entente^ his ascendency was acknowledged as well as asserted. 
That event closed the chapter which was begun by the German 
Emperor’s visit to Russia, and from the date of its accom- 
plishment the Triple Alliance s^nk visibly into a state of super- 
annuation. ^ 

Though no one would acknowledge its decline, the Alliance had 
been falling into that condition for some time ; its decadence being 
plain enough from a variety of signs. The Alliance was never 
popular in Italy, where the ballot-box governs. However much the 
Alliance might be justified by good sense, it had very little support 
from popular sentiment ; and that, perhaps, is why rebellion against 
its all but unendurable burdens, military and financial, has steadily 
increased. But for a certain thoughtfulness (especially in Downing 
Street) in providing or securing for Italy a series of advantages in 
Africa — advantages which could always be pointed Co as substantial 
fruits of the Alliance— the discontent would have been far greater. 
But it became strong enough some time ago to compel a reduction of 
armaments — no small thing for the third member of a fighting 
coalition ; and for at least as long a period the growing party in 
Italy has been that which never thought the Alliance wise. Now if 
Italy had been in a quadruple or quintuple alliance, all this night 
not have mattered much. But it was a triple alliance. The stool 
was a three-legged stool ; and with any one of its legs weakening at 
this rate, who could think it as safe to repose on as ever ? 

For another sign of change we had only to look to Austria, a 
timid Government, with no ‘‘ traditional alliance of England to rest 
upon any longer. It has been clear at any time these three years that 
the sullen persistence of Russia in an anti-German policy, the vast and 
ever increasing armaments of that Power, its wearing “waiting game,’' 
and a somewhat untoward look of things in the German Empire gene- 
rally, were not without effect at Vienna. Lastly, what of Germany 
itself ? Enough to repeat what I have said more than once since 1888 : 
that the estrangement between Russia and Prussia is mainly personal ; 
that the present Emperor is largely responsible for it ; that he is held 
responsible for it by most Germans, who have always seen in the 
estrangement a great blunder and a grave misfortune ; and that the 
German Emperor himself is so much of a mind with them on the 
latter point that he was ready years ago to jump at any tolerable 
means of reconciliation with the Czar. It was the estrangement that 
kept up the popularity of Prince Bismarck, whose every word in 
deprecation of it echoed in the hearts of his fellow-countrymen. About 
the time when the Russo-French entente was coming out, the Emperor 
, descended from his lofty place to shake hands with the Prince in 
public — and that was a sign. Before then, however, it had become 
plain that Italy, Austria, Germany were in a fighting alliance for 
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which one of them was losing both strength and stomachy which had 
diminishing attractions for another, and which every one of them 
wished could be transformed into something different. But if not 
that impossible thing, a quadruple alliance with Great Britain as fourt]h 
partner, what else ? A serious question for all three. 

All this while, however, we of this country, which is anchored on 
the Triple Alliance, held fast to a conviction which would be very com- 
fortable still if it had not proved fallacious. More or less, the allies 
seem to have sheltered their apprehensions under the same belief ; 
which was that the French hope of a declared alliance with the Czar 
was the merest illusion, llather would the Autocrat of All the Bussias 
perish than be seen arm in arm with the President of the French 
Republic. Is it necessary to say what happened to that well-reasoned 
but errondbus belief ? When the French illusion had been sufficiently 
laughed at in Germany, Italy, England, the Czar took the most public 
and ostentatious means at his command to show that it was no illusion. 
Possibly the spectacle then provided at Toulon and elsewhere did not 
greatly surprise the allied Governments ; perhaps it was mainly 
intended for the people under those Governments — the German 
people, the Italian people. However that may be, from this time 
forth the Triple Alliance fell into visible decline. That its forms 
remain, that its embodiments are untouched by change, is true ; but 
that is neither here nor there. The same thing can be said of many 
such compacts from which the life departed years ago. And that there 
is no life in the Triple Alliance is more than I assert. It is still 
coherent ; as a coherent entity it still breathes ; but its animating 
spirit is in course of dispersal. Every member of the Alliance is 
aware that every other member of it is on the look out (I do not 
mean in any treacherous or selfish mood) for easier and more friendly ^ 
means of dealing with the Powers in the opposite camp. The Italian 
difficulties and anxieties we know, and also that they could not have 
been lessened when Russia openly fraternised with France. Austria 
has never been at ease in the Alliance since the death of the Emperor’s 
grandfather, and has additional reasons for wishing it transformed ; 
while as for Germany, whosoever looks closely there may see 
distinct revival of the spirit in which the present Emperor went to 
Russia, and which suggested the visit of the Empress Frederick to 
Paris. 

In brief, there is at the least a hope of preparing some ‘'new 
understanding,” such as the German Emperor sought in 1888 ; an 
understanding which, if the Czar is a party to it in any measure, 
must be the Triple Alliance with very considerable differences. Not 
that it is at all necessary that the new understanding should be formal, 
or definite in any particular. It is doubtful whether the Russo-French 
Alliance has ever taken formal shape to this day ; yet it has never 
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been less effective at any time than the Triple Alliance at any 
time. 

Accident may modify this state of things, and a resolute determina- 
tion at St. Petersburg to treat the allies as enemies of course would. 
But that is very improbable. The greater likelihood is that they (or 
the chief of them) will be treated by the Czar as probationary suitors. 
We should look to see the predominant partner in the Triple Alliance 
admitted to terms of civility and service by Eussia, while at the same 
time it is allowed to give similar evidence, without rebuff, of a desire 
to live amicably with Prance. If, for example, this account of the 
new drift of foreign affairs is correct, we shall find that whatever 
course the Czar chooses to take as the Corean difficulty goes on, or 
that the French may pursue in Siam, will be smiled upon from 
Berlin ; no matter how unpromising the action of eitlier*may be for 
England’s safety in the East. The fact that she is herself so much a 
supporter of the Triple Alliar.co that Italy could not face the risk of 
participation in it were certain British guarantees withdrawn may be 
supposed to insure German friendship for us in a quarrel. How far 
we have been able to count upon such friendship hitherto I do not 
know ; but whether it has been little or much, we shall find, I think, 
that the time is past for i1. Besides, the members of ^the Triple 
Alliance, such as it is, can be under no fear that the British engage- 
ments to Italy will be withdrawn. The Minister who for any reason 
took that step would formally declare his country isolated, leave the 
Mediterranean open to other arrangements, and in breaking up the 
very forms of one alliance precipitate the risk of new and dangerous 
coalitions. Tknt would be no remedy for the unpleasant position in 
which we are not unlikely to be placed by the new drift in foreign 
affairs. 

That there is any such drift, however, will be doubted by many 
readers of this article till the evidence of it stares upon them in the 
shape of some decisive public event. So far, probably, the only 
change that strikes on their attention is the weakening of the third 
party to the Alliance we repose upon, and the supersession (it almost 
comes to that) of the anti-German hatred in Prance by as deep a 
rancour against England. These, however, are no trifles. That we 
do rest upon tho Triple Alliance, of which everybody knows enough 
to know that it weakens, has been a political commonplace for years ; 
and it ought to be as well understood that no alliance will be open 
to us when that one is transmuted. The transmutation will be 
exclusive, will be intended to exclude us and must exclude. For us 
a sound and lasting understanding with either Russia or Prance is 
forbidden by the nature of things. It canpot be till we are beaten 
on certain vital points and in certain places, or else surrender them ; 
and then we should have no peace. So much for the weakening of 
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the Triple Alliance, to speak of it only as enfeebled. As for the 
animosity of the French against us, that it has grown and grown till 
it exceeds the anti-German feeling both in volume and bitterness 
wj^uld be matter for thought even if there were nothing else in the 
aspect of foreign affairs to think about. But there is the other fact, 
that we are nearly as much hated in Germany as in France; and what 
^ is yet more to the point, the hatred has a similar origin, and its pro- 
vocations are kept up in much the same way. Though these great 
nations stand before each other with drawn swords, one of the two has 
jbhe strongest reasons for avoiding w’^ar — stronger now than ever they 
-were ; and while they do stand in this hostile attitude, they agree in a 
feeling of greater dislike for England than either is conscious of for the 
other ; as matters stand now at all events. And though this dislike 
reaches their hearts by different roads, the provocation is the same at 
bottom, and may be expressed in the same terms. 

It is to bring out 1 hat fact, while calling attention to a new turn 
in foreign affairs, that I recall a series of circumstances which seem 
to be regarded as ‘‘ ancient history,” though in truth they are as much 
alive as the winds that move the waters to-day. The endeavour of 
the Germans to bring England into close alliance is not ancient 
history ; nor (just or unjust) their anger at a refusal which condemned 
them to extraordinary sacrifices — sacrifices to maintain peace against 
nations which were England's enemies and rivals also, though she 
would spend nothing and would risk nothing to help to keep them iu 
order. The longing of the German people for a good understanding 
with Russia, the strong desire of the German Emperor to bring about 
such an understanding, are now what they were six years ago, or would 
be if the proclamation of the Russo-French entente had not enhanced 
the longing by emphasising the need. And the need ? The need 
springs directly from the determination of England to risk nothing 
in alliances, but rather to ha/^ard everything by keeping out of 
them. 

To be sure, there is the contingent and unavowed support of the 
Italian Government as Germany's ally. But when that third leg of 
the stool begins to fail we hear of no new engagements to sustain it, 
vastly important as the stability and the friendship of that Mediter-"*^ 
ranean Power is to England ; and therefore* what is held to be the 
selfishness and cowardice of England comes up again before German 
eyes with such refiections as are natural to Germans. At the same 
time these dealings of ours with Italy— as they relate to the Triple 
Alliance, of course, but not less as they bear on the command of the 
Mediterranean — are the real source of the anti-English rancour in 
France. The cry is “ Egypt,” and no doubt Egypt supplies a griev- 
ance, But the wound that rankles most is one which it would be 
less wise to complain about — ^this secret understanding with Italy : 
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an understanding which is not efkitire enough to sustain the Triple 
Alliance against the other compact (with that enormous advantage, 
its command of the “ waiting game and yet provocative enough to 
put Trench fury in agreement with German bitterness. 

The object of this paper is merely to suggest a certain line of 
reflection upon changes which seem to be too carelessly observed from 
our shores ; and for that purpose enough has been said. That there 
are any such changes in the current of foreign affairs may be denied ; 
but if so it will only be to keep up appearances, just as the possi- 
bility of a Kusso-French alliance was ridiculed even while the accom- 
plished fact was being publicly celebrated. And of .course there will 
be no rupture of the Triple Alliance. It does not break. There is 
no probability of explosion with a loud report. We are to expect no 
more noise than when one view succeeds another on the magic- 
lantern sheet. Neither need we fear that the next scene will be 
very alarming, since it is unlikely to be war. It will probably show 
nothing more than a resolute squeezing of England by Russia and 
France in regions a long way off from Charing Cross, with the com- 
placent acquiescence of the German Powers ; and, for that matter, 
with no disturbance (as yet) to the calmer and more up-to-date 
statesmanship of Great Britain. 


FkEDEBICK GliEENWOOD. 



LOTUS EATING AND OPIUM EATING. 


W HETHER Sir Lepel Griffin means the title of his article, “ The 
Lotas Eaters,” * to refer to the Opium Commissioners, or to 
the people amongst whom ‘‘their pleasant cold weather picnic” was 
spent, is a matter which he has left in uncertainty. The idea 
of the Commission’s tour as a pleasure trip certainly ought to be 
dropped by this time. The Anglo-Indian press prophesied that it 
would be such, but it did not venture to claim that these prophecies 
had been fulfilled: that was left to the insouciance of a distant 
critic. One of the most respected organs of Anglo-Indian opinion, 
the Bomhay Gazette, acknowledged that they had been falsified, and 
that probably no Royal Commission has ever before taken so much 
testimony in so short a time. Having accompanied the Commission 
throughout its tour, I can corroborate this statement. The long railway 
journey from Calcutta to Bombay, stopping to take evidence at Patna, 
Benares, Lucknow, Umballa, Lahore, Delhi, Agra, Jeypore, Ajmere, and 
Indore (one portion of the Commission substituting Ahmedabad for 
Indore), was performed entirely by night, except in two or three 
cases where the travelling took up the greater part of the day as well, 
^ot all the comforts of a special train could make this an easy 
matter for a party mostly consisting of elderly English gentlemen. 
The wonderful thing is, not that two members of the Commission, as 
well as its secretary, suffered from fever, but that the rest of the 
party escaped any serious breakdown of health. 

Sir Lepel Griffin, serenely unconscious as he generally shows him- 
self, of his own vulnerability, recognises that an article commenting 
on the proceedings of the Commission might seem inappropriate 

♦ Nineteenth Century, March 1894, p. 513. The writer of .the present reply regrets 
its tardy appearance, due to the fact that the magazine reached him whilst still in 
the East. 
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before its members bad retamed to England and presented tbeir 
report. He defends himself «on the ground that The Anti-Ophim 
Society will certainly not circulate ” the evidence for the information 
of their followers. Alas for the infallibility of uninspired prophets f 
The Society was, at the time when he wrote, issuing in convenient- 
daily parts, much more likely to be read than a ponderous Blue Book, 
full reports of the evidence. So little is Sir Lepel GriflSn able to 
understand or appreciate the motives or the conduct of men who have 
no big revenue to defend, many of whom have made considerable 
pecuniary sacrifices in obeying their convictions as to the unlawful- 
ness of the traffic which the Indian Government carries on in their 
name, and none of whom have any possible interest in disguising or 
exaggerating the facts. 

A few instances will suffice to show that the anti-opium party has 
no need to fear the publication in full of the evidence given against 
its views. Surgeon-Major-General Rice, M.D., at the head of the 
Indian Medical Department, a man of thirty-seven years’ experience 
in India, was the first medical witness put forward by the Indian 
Government. The witness attributed the habit of opium-eating 
amongst the people of the Central Provinces to the need felt by them 
for some means of relief from the muscular and other pains connected 
with the malarial conditions in which they live. Sir William 
Roberts, M.D., the medical member of the Commission, suggested to 
him that opium might be resorted to merely as a “ dietetic stimulant,’^ 
in the same way as tobacco and alcohol, not for any disease. But 
this distinguished witness would not hear of such a reason, even in 
the case of tobacco. A man could not, in his opinion, take a cheroot 
after breakfast, unless he had “dyspeptic feelings.” “If he is a 
perfectly healthy man,” argued this medical Solomon, “ be has as 
much well-being as is good for him.” It will doubtless be news to 
many English smokers that their indulgence in a pipe or eigai*ette is 
clear proof that they are more or less invalids. 

Another of the medical witnesses, Surgeon-Colonel Robert Harvey, 
M.D., of Calcutta, in his printed abstract of evidence, stated that opium 
“ sharpens the mental faculties, brightens the wits, and improves the 
logical powers,” and he supported this position by the following narra- 
tive of personal experience : 

“ My first experience of its use was during a professional examination 
when suffering from a severe influenza cold. Thirty drops of laudanum 
taken to procure sleep had the exact contrary effect, but removed the 
stupidity due to the cold, and enabled me to go lucidly over the subject of 
the next day’s examination. I seemed to have the books all before ’me ; 
everything came clear to me.” 

The following examination of this leading Government witness 
by Mr. Wilson, which did not appear in the Times abstract of the 
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evidence, will assist the public at home in judging of the value of his 
evidence : 

“ Q. You say that opium ‘ sharpens the mental faculties, brightens the 
wits, and improves the logical powers ’ 1 think so. 

Q, May I ask why you do not take it regularly ; do you not want to 
have sharp faculties and bright wits? — A, 1 hope they are sharp enough. 
Seriously speaking, 1 think it does sharpen the mental faculties under cir- 
cumstances of exertion. It was under these circumstances that I have 
taken it in the past, and that I would alw^ays take it again in the future, if 
it were necessary. 

Q. That is the point I am going to ask you about- -whether you regard 
its value mainly as a special agent under peculiar circumstances of stress, or 
whether you mean that it has that habitual tendency throughout life ? — 
A, T do not think 1 am in a position to answer tliat question. I said that 
when 1 was taking it it left my head clear. It has done that for me 
several times, it made me, as I said, when T was stupid and thought that 
I must fail in my examination, go right over the whole subject. It cleared 
my bniiii in the most wonderful way. You cannot speak of the intellectual 
faculties of other people, because you woidd not know what the ordinary* 
eflects of it upon them are, or what their original condition was. 

Q, As a matter of fact, you <lo not recommend it as practice to persons 
who wish to have sharp faculties and bright wits ? — A. 1 would not go as 
far as that. 

(J. Have you ever recommended anybody to take it regularly? — A, Yes, 
I have. 

Q, To take it regularly ?--.(. Yes. 

Q, Have you recommended it to many persons ? — A, Not to very many ; 
but I have recommended it to many diabetic patients. 

Q, I am not thinking about disease at all. I mean for these valuable 
results ? — A, No, I have certainly not for that purposo.^^ 

It will be seen that Dr. Harvey, in his eagerness to defend the opium 
revenue, confused two different things in his printed statement, and 
repeated the performance in attempting to escape from the dilemma 
in which he* was placed by Mr. Wilson’s cross-examination. In the 
first case, he sought to defend the daily eating of opium as practised 
by natives of India, on the ground that he himself, when a medical 
student, had on a special occasion resorted to its use, and found it to 
possess those stimulating qualities which have lured not a few young 
medical men of promise into some form of the opium habit, and led 
to their ultimate ruin. Such cases are, happily, very rare amongst 
the lay public in England, because a wise law, for which we are. 
indebted to the medical profession, keeps the sale of the drug in the* 
hands of a responsible and cautious class of men, our licensed phar- 
maceutical chemists. Next, whether he intended it or not, his answer 
to Mr. Wilson distinctly conveyed the idea that he had recommended 
the daily use of opium for “ sharpening the mental faculties ” of the* 
patients, when the truth was that he had only advised them to take* 
it for diabetes. 

One more sample of the medical evidence presented to the Com<- 
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mission on the part of the Indian Government. Surgeon-Lieutenant- 
Oolonel Eussell, M.I)., was aVitness who had spent seven years in 
Assam, which, notwithstanding some considerable improvement since 
the Indian Government stopped the free growth of the poppy some 
twenty-five years ago, still shows the largest opium consumption per 
head of any province of India. In 1880 Dr. Eussell published a 
book on malarial diseases, based largely on his experience in the 
malarial tracts of Assam, a work which obtained a considerable repu- 
tation. This book contained the following statements : 

** The opium-eMier enjoys considerable iininnnity from malarial affections 
in the early stage, the first few years of indulgence in the habit, before 
organic visceral changes are set up, and the general shattering of constitu- 
tion results which prematurely break down tlie consumer of opium, and 
render him an easy prey to diseases of any kind. . . . The prevalence of 
this habit is the curse of our gaol populations in Lower Assam. No work 
can be got out of the long-confirmed opium-eater. . . . The observations of 
several surgeons, of extensive experience in opium -elating regions, confirm 
the popular belief that the opium-eater, in the early stages of the habit, 
while as yet not constitutionally broken by its long continuance, does, as a 
matter of fact, enjoy considerable immunity from malai ial affections,” 

Dr, Eussell gave very different evidence as to the effects of opium 
before the Commission. He there said : “ I think that in the 

malaria-stricken regions, especially among a population insufficiently 
and unsuitably clothed and indifferently fed, its effects are decidedly 
beneficial, leading to a happy life and longevity.” When called upon 
to state how ho reconciled these with his published opinions, he gave 
two inconsistent explanations. At first he said that he had modified 
his views to some extent : he had had tliirteen years* more experience. 
But when these extracts were read to him, he said that “ the 
passages quoted applied only to the opium sot, the drunkard, the 
excessive habitual user,” and that the term “ long continuance ” in 
the last of them meant excessive and long -continued use.” Both 
explanations are hard to accept. Dr. Eussell's experience in Assam, 
where the habit so extensively prevails, and where there are also 
malarial conditions, was mainly, if not wholly, before the book was 
written, since which time he has been in districts of Lower Bengal, 
where the percentage of opium-eaters is comparatively very small. 
It is difficult to understand how he could there have unlearnt the 
lessons impressed on his mind during his earlier experience, as to the 
ultimately injurious effect of the habit. It is equally hard to believe 
that a man of scientific habit, writing a technical treatise for the 
guidance of his professional brethren, used the term ‘‘ long continu- 
ance as covering excessive use.'* But most of all is it difficult to 
ordinary persons, not being members of that body of experts, the 
medical officers of her Majesty’s Indian Army, to understand how a 
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statement which, according to its author, was quite correct if rightly 
understood, nevertheless needed modification in the light of his sub- 
sequent experience. 

The more such evidence is put before the British public just as it 
was given, and not in the condensed abstracts of costly telegrams 
from India to England — creditable as these are to the enterprise of 
the conductors of the Times — the more will unprejudiced and intelli- 
gent readers appreciate its real value. Anti-opiumists are the last 
persons to wish the concealment of the medley of contradictions, 
superficialities, and extravagances which made up the great bulk of 
the pro-opium medical evidence. Two facts are sufficient to dispose 
of the whole of it. I believe none of the medical men who so 
warmly commended the habit of opium-eating had ever recommended 
a patient of their own so to take it, either as a safeguard against 
malarial fever, or for any other purpose than the alleviation of some 
definite chronic malady, such as diabetes. And no writer of a medical 
text-book, Indian or European, has ever yet recommended the habit 
of opium-eating as an anti-malarial prophylactic, or as being, in Sir 
William Roberts’s favourite phrase, a “ dietetic stimulant,” specially 
useful in unhealthy conditions and in a tropical climate, whether to 
Englishmen or to natives of India. 

I pass to another class of evidence, of which Sir Lepel Griffin has 
himself given some remarkable specimens. He quotes the statement 
of the lion. T. D. Mackenzie, Commissioner of Customs, that the 
suppression of the opium trade “ would culminate in a rising, as 
compared with which the Mutiny of 1857 would be mere child’s- 
play.” Sir Denis Fitzpatrick is also quoted as having expressed 
similar apprehensions, though in much less extravagant language. 
Several other officials spoke to the same effect. Such language only 
serves to show how devoid of practical wi}?dom some of the Anglo- 
Indian rulers of India are, and liow completely they are out of touch 
with the people whom they govern. Sir James Lyall made several 
attempts to get native witnesses to make statements that would give 
colour to this extraordinary superstition entertained by himself and 
by others who hold or have held high positions in India. IJis efforts 
to elicit such evidence on the point sometimes ended disastrously for 
this pet theory, and were never, so far as I heard, at all successful. 
Indian witnesses, evidently carefully prepared with evidence to 
support the Indian Government’s case and defend the opium revenue, 
could not be got to understand that it would be extremely acceptable 
to the representatives of that Government if they were to threaten 
to rebel against it if it deprived them of their opium, A Sikh 
landholder examined at Lahore was asked what effect it would have 
upon the people if Government were to prohibit the use of opium. 
He replied : ‘‘ The people cannot object to anything ; but they would 



342 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


not be pleased at heart ; ” and when farther pressed, he added : 

People cannot object if the Government deprive them of their land 
and their property.” Obviously this witness, one of those chosen by 
the local officials as good types of the very race quoted as certain to 
rise against the British power if the promiscuous sale of opium were 
stopped, had no idea of rebellion as a remedy for toothache. At 
Ahmedabad* Sir James Lyall asked a witness from one of the native 
States how the suppression of the opium trade would be regarded 
if Government were to decide on such a step, and was told that from 
a pecuniary point of view it would be a great loss to the State. 
‘‘ And from any other point of view ? ” ‘‘ From the point of view of 

the people’s welfare, no doubt it would be a very good thing,” was 
the unexpected reply. Sir James proceeded to ask what would be 
the effect from a political point of view ; but on second thoughts 
he withdrew this question, which will, therefore, not appear in the 
official report of the Commission — it clearly showed, however, that he 
had been hoping for an answer to the ellect that serious discontent 
would be caused in his State in case of such an interference. 

I may be thought presumptuous, after a few months spent in India, 
in thus confidently stating an opinion adverse to that expressed by 
men who have passed the best part of their life in that country. 
But the opinion is not ray own, it is that of classes whose opinions 
appear to me to be far more weighty than those of English officials. 
These latter belong to clubs from which the natives of India are 
rigorously excluded, and have generally no social intercourse with 
them, except at formal receptions and other similar functions. 
Their exalted position, and still more the fact that they belong to 
an alien race, differing widely in customs and modes of thought from 
the people whom they rule, place them at an immense disadvantage 
in ascertaining the real opinions of a timid, conquered people, who 
are, in general, only too ready to say whatever they think may be 
expected from them by those from whose favour or disapproval, as 
the case may be, they have much to expect or to fear. That this is 
the case — that Anglo-Indians have the greatest possible difficulty in 
knowing what Indians really think — is constantly admitted in con- 
versation and in published statements by the former. 

It was my privilege to be in close and familiar contact throughout 
my four and a half months in India, and to form close friendships that 
will, I trust, last as long as life itself, amongst two classes, differing 
greatly from each other, but both possessing far better means than 
the officials of knowing the true sentiment of the Indian people — the 
missionaries on the one hand, and on the other, the educated, 
English-speaking native gentlemen, very .. few of whom were 

* The Ahmedabad incident is given from memory, as the official reports of this 
portion of tho evidence have not yet reached me. 
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Christians. Some English missionaries in India live almost wholly 
apart from the home life of the people, especially those who are en- 
gaged almost exclusively in educational work, and reside in the large 
towns, and these often know quite as little, sometimes even less, of the 
feelings of the townspeople than the officials themselves. But the great 
mass of the missionaries, those who spend much of their time camp- 
ing out amongst the villages, living in close daily contact with the 
people, have far better opportunities than most ofiicials of knowing 
what their sentiments really are. Some of the missionaries whom 
I met were not particularly friendly to the political aspirations of the 
educated Indians, fearing that the protection now impartially 
afforded to Christian missionaries and converts might bo impaired if 
zealous Brahmins and devout Moslems were placed in positions of 
greater responsibility. Most of the native gentlemen, on the other 
hand, though by no means all whom I met, were ardent Congress 
men. These were often not very enthusiastic supporters of the 
suppression of the retail sale of opium for other than medical use. 
Whilst too honest to join the chorus uf opium pitnegyrists, they were 
generally more impressed with the need of drastic measures to prevent 
their country from becoming a victim to the alcohol habit, which the 
example of their Anglo-Indian rulers has rendered fashionable, than 
with the danger from opium-eating, an old Indian custom which is 
even now, in many parts of India, tending to disappear under 
the influence of education. Opium-smoking, however, they unani<- 
mously condemned. But whatever their differences on other points, 
missionaries and educated Indians alike dismissed with contempt 
the idea that measures taken by the Government of India to assimi- 
late the law of India and that of England as regards the retail 
sale of opium, would produce any dissatisfaction of at all a serious 
character. This view was not confined to the anti-opium wit- 
nesses. I have already quoted some answers of native witnesses. 
One of the pro-opium missionaries quoted by Sir Eepel Griflin, 
working in the province which he is pleased to call “the l^unjaub, 
the moat important part of India,” the Rev, Dr. M’Keo, gave the 
following answers to Lord Brassey’s questions on this point : 

“ Q. Supposing the use of opium to bo prohibited, as it has l)een proposed, 
for other than medical purposes, how do you think tluj people would view 
such a restrictive measure?* A, I think in that district (Sialkote) the 
dLsposition of the people in regard to the use of opium for non-medicinal 
purposes might be described as passive. 1 think there are very few who 
wish for prohibition, and I think there are very few who would give trouble 
if it was prohibited. They seem to think very little about it, so far as 1 
know from talking to the people. 

Q. In the present state of the movement they seem to be passive ? — A . Yes. 

Q. Supposing prohibition to bo actually enforced, what do you think 
their attitude would probably be then? — A. If it was actually enforced, I 
think those who use it now would try to get it in some other way. It would 
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very likely be smuggled in. I think they would try to get it, but I di> 
not think it would raise any political disturbance, so far as my knowledge 
and experience of the people is concerned. With regard to the other sec- 
tion, who do not use opium, I do not believe any section of the people foe]^ 
fitrongly enough on the subject to be willing to bear any part of the cost of 
prohibitive measures. They do not feel strongly enough in the matter. 

Q, If taxation were associated with prohibition, you think it would b#> 
unfavourably received It would.” 

Very similar evidence was given by several other Government 
witnesses, amongst whom I select Brigade-Surgeon Lient.-OoL 
Cameron, Civil Surgeon of Benares, who had served twenty-fiv& 
years in the N.W. Provinces and Oudh. In reply to questions by 
Lord Brassey he gave the following answers. 

“ Q, Your life hero, I presume, has brought you a good deal in contact 
with the people ? — A, Yes- With all classes of the people. 

Q, Supposing the use of opium were prohibited except for medical pur- 
poses, how do you think that such a leslrictioii would be regarded by the 
great mjiss of the people? — A, T think the ijcojde generally are indilferent 
on the subject altogether. Only those who take the drug itself would 
object to its being stopped : the rest of the peoj)lo would not care at all. 

Q. You think that a few educated peojile would object to it ? — A . A fevr 
educated people would like it stopped. What they fear is that even if a 
man taktes it moderately, ho will by-aiid-by go on to take it excessively. 

Q, There would bo a more active sontiinent if the cessation of the opium 
revenue involved additional taxation ? — A. There is no donbt about it. 

Q, That would create an active feeling? — A, Undoubtedly that would 
create an active feeling.” 

There is another, and perhaps a yet stronger reason for disbelieving- 
the prognostications of the prophets of evil — that based on the expe- 
rience of the past. This was very effectively put before the Com- 
mission by the Kev. T)r. Colin S. Valentine, now of Agra, a distin- 
guished medical missionary of thirty-two years’ standing, who was for 
fourteen years private physician to the late enlightened Maharaja of 
Jeypore, and his adviser in many of the magnificent works of philan- 
thropy and public utility which contribute so largely to make Jeypore 
one of the most interesting cities of India. In reply to Mr. Wilson’s- 
question, whether public opinion in India would favour the prohibition 
of opium except for medical purposes, Dr. Valentine gave the following 
answer : 

“ Yes. I believe there would bo a great deal of grumbling if it were pro- 
hibited ; there would bo grumbling from those who take it, and of course 
from those who grumble at everything Government does — good, bad, and« 
indifferent. But I do not think it would be anything more than grumbling.. 
My reason for that is twofold; In the history of India a great many things- 
have been -prohibited, attacking the very foundation of religious systemsy 
and entering very minutely into their manners and customs ; and at the 
time the prohibition was proposed great statesmen, soldiers, and literary 
men predicted an immense amount of bad things, which history has 
thoroughly falsified, and the prohibition has been accepted. But my prin- 
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cipal reason is this. We have heard from the newspapers that, ns a hody^ 
the people of India take no interest in your Commission. Now to me 
that silence, or want of interest, is very decidedly significant. If the 
people had considered it an immense grievance, they would have been up in 
arms against it, and there would be public meetings such as we had two> 
years ago in regard to the Age of Consent Jlill. There Avas then an enor- 
mous amount of excitement. People went to the temples and prayed against 
it ; there were public processions and placiirds and public meetings, and the 
papers were up in arms. Now I am willing to take the statements of the 
English newspapers that practically the people of England are not taking 
the slightest interest in your Commission, and from that I come to the con- 
clusion that they would accept it, except that there would be that sort of 
grumbling that would bo sure to take place on the introduction of any 
possible law.” 

Dr. Valentine handed in to the Commission a list, taken from 
Dr. George Smith’s ‘‘ Life of Dr. John Wilson,” of reforms introduced 
by the Indian Government during the long residence in India of that 
eminent missionary and educationist, in the suppression of such 
practices as suttee, hook-swinging, female infanticide, domestic 
slavery, and immolations under the car of Juggernaut. Most of 
these reforms were introduced in spite of the prophecies by high 
Anglo-Indian authorities that they would inevitably lead to revolt. 
Yet no such consequence has ever in fact arisen from enforcing upon 
India measures which English public opinion denounced as inhuman, 
though many of these practices were sanctioned, or believed to be 
sanctioned, by the religion of the people ; wliilst the habit of taking 
opium is, in the opinion of many devout Hindus and Mohammedans, 
inconsistent with the precepts of both these religions, though not so 
explicitly forbidden as the use of alcoholic stimulants. 

No part of the Government case in support of the utility of opium 
more conspicuously broke down than that relating to its use by the 
Sikh soldiers of the British army. V/hen the actual statistics of 
opium consumption in various regiments were placed before the 
Commission it was found that only very small percentages — one, two, 
or four per cent. — are in the regular habit of taking opium all the 
year round. A good many more use it during the winter to ward off 
cold, or on long marches to sustain them in case of exceptional 
fatigue — quasi-medical uses of the drug which would, of coarse, 
under any suppressive measures that might be adopted, be left to t^^e 
responsibility of the medical officers of their regiments to deal with as 
circumstances might require. But it was made clear that those 
officers who spoke in vague terms of large percentages or nearly 
all” their men as being habitual opium-consumers were speaking 
without any precise knowledge, and that a very exaggerated impression 
on the subject was prevalent. The Sikh witnesses, too, for the most 
part restricted the idea of moderation ” in the use of opium to 
exceedingly small doses, much smaller than are heard of at all in other 
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opium -eating districts. Nor was any one able to give Mr. Pease a 
clear answer to the question which he put to several officers of Sikh 
regiments, whether it must not be a serious disadvantage from a 
military point of view to have amongst one’s soldiers a number of 
men absolutely dependent for their efficiency on a regular supply of 
opium, differing essentially as it does from any particular kind of 
food, the want of which can always be more or less made up for by 
food of some other kind. 

It will be observed that Dr. Newton and Dr. Cameron stated that 
if extra taxation were imposed in consequence of the prohibition of 
opium the measure would be decidedly unpopular. No one would for 
a moment deny this. Additional taxation is most unpopular all the 
world over ; and the House of Commons, perhaps, never adopted a more 
absurd motion than that part of the Commission’s instructions which 
gave it the duty of inquiring as to the willingness of the Indian 
people to make up the loss of revenue to be occasioned by the 
stoppage of the opium traffic. No additional taxation would be 
needed to make up for the comparatively small loss to the Indian revenue 
that must be caused by the limitation of the sale of opium in India 
to medical use, a measure which would necessarily include provisions, 
such as arc contained in the prohibitory regulations recently adopted 
in Burma, for the continuance of a supply to those who have already 
become too much the slaves of the opium habit to be able to give it 
up in safety. The question of substituted taxation only arises in 
connection with the export of opium to China and other countries. 
As regards this trade, the only people who propose its stoppage — 
namely, the anti-opium party — insist, as a condition of the reform 
for which they ask, that it shall not be permitted to cause extra 
taxation to India, and that, until it can be made up by much-needed 
economies and reforms in Indian expenditure, the British people 
must come forward to help India. This essential portion of the 
Anti-Opium Society’s demand was put before Parliamentary candi- 
dates all over the United Kingdom, iu the form of a question, at the 
last General Election, and was embodied in the resolution proposed 
by Mr. Webb to the House of Commons last session. 

Sir Lepel Griffin quotes the evidence of the few missionary witnesses 
who came forward to defend the Indian Government’s present 
arrangements for the retail sale of opium in India as being, in their 
opinion, already restrictive. None of these joined in the extravagant 
praises of opium indulged in by so many of the official and other lay 
medical witnesses. Dr. Martyn Clark, the well-known Afghan convert 
and medical missionary, drew a wide distinction between India and 
China, between eating and smoking opium. Ho regarded the China 
opium trade as immoral, and it is the omission of the word “ China ” 
that has led to the apparent inconsistency of his evidence, as given 
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in the Times abstrftct. The Rev. K. S. Macdonald was not a wit- 
ness who could claim to speak with any real knowledge of the people, 
as he had to admit that, after thirty-two years spent in the country, 
he was unable to preach in any one of the vernacular languages. 
There were other points on which he was cross-examined by Mr. 
Wilson which it is not necessary here to refer to, but which were 
sufficient to deprive his evidence of all weight. 

Mr. James Monro, C.B., is eulogised by Sir Lepel Griffin on the 
ground that he “ has proved his independence and honesty by 
giving up the lucrative appointment of Commissioner of Police in 
London to devote himself to mission work.” I believe it is the 
fact that Mr. Monro made a considerable pecuniary sacrifice, though 
I think not exactly as liere stated, that he might be free 
for the work to which he is now consecrating his energies as 
an unpaid worker, thus nobly backing his eloquent and earnest 
pleadings on its behalf by a splendid example. Air. Monro is 
one of those opponents whom one regards with so much respect 
and admiration that one feels real pain in having to oppose him 
and to expose the insufficiency of his arguments, lint Sir Lepel 
Griffin has surely forgotten that not long ago he took a very different 
view of Mr. Monro’s conduct. At a debate on hemp drugs (ganja, 
bhang, &c.) at the East India Association last year, Mr. Martin Wood 
quoted some remarks on that question made by Mr. Monro in an 
article in the Indian Evangelical Review. The article was a defence 
of the opium trade, as regards Lower Bengal, and the writer com- 
mented strongly on the injury done in that province by the use of 
hemp drugs, reproving the anti-opium party for not agitating against 
what ho characterised as a much more real and serious evil. Sir 
Lepel Griffin, commenting on the quotation, said that the opinion of 
a man who had been so foolish as to give up a good post in England in 
order to go and convert the Bengalis to Christianity was utterly worth- 
less, and needed not to be answered, llow it can be valuable as regards 
opium and valueless as regards ganja, and that on the very same grounds, 
is even more puzzling than the contradictions of Ilr. Russell. 

Indian missionaries are, as a body, naturally reluctant to take up 
an attitude of opposition , to the Government, to which they are greatly 
indebted for its protection of themselves and their work, and from 
which they receive valuable pecuniary assistance for their educational 
institutions. Notwithstanding this strong and reasonable bias in 
favour of the Indian Administration, to which the greater number of 
them are further attached by the tie of common liritish nationality, 
the general sentiment of the missionary community as regards the 
opium traffic is .shown by the fact that 1112 Indian Protestant 
missionaries, the great majority of the whole number, have recently 
signed the following declaration: We are unalterably opposed to 
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the participation by the Government in the demoralising traflBc in 
opium, and we record our conviction that it is a sin against God, and 
a wrong to humanity.” As for the Bishop of Calcutta, it is to be 
remembered that he and the other chaplains who joined in his 
declaration are not missionaries, and have no special opportunities of 
knowing anything about the effect of opium on the^ natives of India, 
towards whom they have no official duties. Doubtless they are, as 
Sir Lepel Griffin says, free from the restraint of public opinion at 
home. The only public opinion which they are likely to care for is 
that of the Anglo-Indian civilian and mercantile classes of Calcutta, 
who are almost to a man supporters of the opium trade, a large 
proportion of them being directly or indirectly interested in its 
continuance. 

Probably before this article, written in Chinft, can be published 
in England, the public will haye had the whole facts regarding the 
Bombay medical petition before it, and I will therefore say but little 
with regard to the matter. It is strange that Sir Lepel Griffin did 
not perceive that the statements which he quotes from a telegram in 
the Daily News are of such a mutually contradictory character that 
they refute each other. Is it conceivable that persons who would 
forge half-a-dozen signatures would take the trouble to procure 
another half-dozen by false representations, or that a messenger who 
brought back as many refusals as signatures would take the trouble 
or incur the .risk of either committing forgery or making false 
representations ? As a matter of fact, the person employed in the 
collection of signatures could neither read nor write English. The 
Commission has formally exonerated the two gentlemen who employed 
him, Messrs. Horne and Kanina, and it is perhaps needless to say 
more on the subject. Many will, however, be interested to know 
that the latter, who is a young doctor, of a good Parsee family and 
unstained reputation, acted with the sanction and advice of his father, 
who has long been known as a social reformer in Bombay, having 
been a close friend and fellow-worker of Mr. Dadabhai Naoroji, now 
M.P. for Finsbury. Never did any case more completely break down 
under investigation than the absurd charge brought by the Times of 
iTidia against the anti-opium party in Bombay, of having foisted 
upon the public a ‘‘ bogus petition.” The whole incident has thrown 
a lurid light on the influence of officialism in India, seeing that a 
call from Rustomji Pestomji, the well-known opium inspector, proved 
sufficient to induce thirty-six native physicians of Bombay, including 
some of the acknowledged leaders of the profession, to disavow their 
own signatures — six of them actually stooping to accuse themselves 
of signing an important declaration without reading it. 

1 will not stop to comment on the unedifying spectacle of Sir 
Ijepel Griffin undertaking to teach Sir Joseph Pease the elements of 
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morality. It is, homver, impossible to close without an indignant 
protest against the statement that the people of India *are on a far 
higher level of morality than Englishmen ; that they are industrious, 
sober, chaste, and religious ; that a drunken man is rare, unless he 
be an Englishman ; and that a drunken woman is unknown.” As 
applied to the masses of the English people, whether our artisan and 
labouring classes, qt that great middle class, for the “ dulness ” of 
whose life the writer affects so contemptuous a compassion, such 
language implies a gross libel. To the cities, towns, and villages of 
Kngland as a whole, even to the suburban districts where the real 
population of London resides, the language of the article is happily 
altogether inapplicable. But it is in the European quarter of Calcutta 
that sights of immorality can be seen at their worst. At a mag- 
nilicent mass meeting held whilst I was in the city, in which 
Hindus, Mohammedans, Parsees, Koinan Catholics, and Protestants 
were all represented by some of their leading men, the citizens united 
in indignant protest at a state of things under which their boys ,, 
cannot go to and return from the public schools without witnessing 
sights calculated prematurely to familiarise them with vice. It is a 
common belief, in some parts, at least, of India, that “ to keep a 
woman and to get drunk ” are the two distinguishing marks of the 
Christian religion ; and this is due to the notorious vices, not of the 
British people as they are at homo, but of a sadly too large propbrtion 
of them in India. One of the most vital present-day problems is 
tJiat of securing that only moral men shall be placed in the position 
of ruling the millions whom l^rovidenco has placed under British rule 
in India. Lord Macaulay, in his memorable minute laying down 
the principles on which the system of competitive examinations for 
the Indian Civil Service is based, justified the exclusion of religious 
tests on the ground that a man who passes a severe examination is 
not likely to be the one who is most deficient in morality. That he 
was right in discarding tests based on professions of religious opinion 
is now universally admitted. It does not follow, liowever, that, so 
long as we continue to send out young men from our universities at 
home to learn the art of ruling by practising on our Indian fellow- 
subjefets, there should not be some machinery for ensuring that those 
who are thus sent out are men of decent lives before they go. Still 
more is it desirable that only those who continue to lead such lives 
should be permitted to remain in the service, and to attain positions 
of great responsibility. ’ Sir Alexander Mackenzie, Chief Commis- 
sioner of Burma, some two years ago, issued an admirable minute, 
intimating to "his subordinates that be had obtained the sanction of 
the Government of India for measures, including an increase of allow- 
ances in some cases, specially designed to promote the marriage of 
young civilians, and to facilitate the establishment of Christian 
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manages, in place of the Ecandalous native haretns too often set up. 
The principle needs to be more widely applied, and followed up by a 
stern refusal on the part of the Government of India to promote 
* officers of irregular life. By such means one of the greatest reproaches 
on Indian official life might be removed, and it may be hoped that 
the commercial classes of Anglo-Indians would be influenced by the 
salutary example. * 

Abstinence from alcoholic beverages is also extremely desirable 
amongst Anglo-Indian officials, both for their own health^s sake and 
for the sake of example to the masses of India. An able article on 
^‘Life Assurance appeared in the CirU and Military Gazette of 
Lahore, whilst the Commission was in that city, in which it was 
observed that the longevity of Europeans in India is greatly dimi- 
nished by the alcohol habit, just as that of the natives of India is 
diminished by opium-eating — a somewhat remarkable declaration in 
a journal strongly opposed to the suppression of the opium-traffic. 
The evidence given all over India as io the injury caused to the 
natives in India by the growing indulgence in alcoholic liquors, in 
the highest and the lowest ranks alike, ought surely to suggest to 
those Anglo-Indians who are really anxious for tho welfare of the 
people whom they rule — and I am sure there are very many such — 
the desirability of ceasing to set an example so fatal to the youth of 
India. * 

Let Anglo-Indians cleanse their own lives, and set the example 
of self-control; let them at tho same time show that they care 
more for the good of the people than for revenue, by adopting strict 
repressive measures as regards the sale of opium, alcohol, and hemp 
drugs ; and by these means they will earn the affection and respqpt 
of the people of India, and establish British rule on a firmer basis 
than if it were supported by armies equal to those of all Europe 
combined. 


JusKPH G. Alexander. 



THEOLOGICAL BOOK-KEEPING BY 
DOUBLE ENTRY. 


“ Vor (Icra (JcwittcT erliebt sich znm 
lefzheii Malt' dtM* Staiib, dor mni bald 
fiir langc suin soli.” — G oethe. 


rpHERE is a well-known daily paper still published on the Conti- 
I nent in French which at one time had a large circulation in 
the Russian Empire. People used to wonder at this, because the 
journal in question was always particularly well informed about 
Nihilist plots, military conspiracies, political assassinations, and 
disturbances at the Universities, and was wont to serve up whole 
columns of sensational intelligence upon these delicate topics which 
are utterly tabooed in the Empire of the Tsar. The mystery was at 
length satisfactorily cleared up, and it became known that the editor, 
wise in his generation, had made it a practice, on the days on which 
he was supplied with telegrams or articles of this compromising 
character, to print a special expurgated edition qualified to circulate 
in the salons of his Russian readers. 

I grieve to say that similar tactics are being adopted by the wire- 
pullers of the Catholic Church, which, built upon an impregnable rock, 
can hardly be supposed to stand in need of such sorry subterfuges. 
These pious diplomatists let not their left hand on the Continent 
know what their right hand in England doeth. Thus in Catholic 
countries their methods of controversy, their inspirations, practices 
and doctrines, differ far more widely than is commonly suspected from 
those of their English-speaking brethren here and in the United 
States. There they are aggressive, insulting, offensive ; here they 
are meek, charitable, and conciliating ; there they strike with the 
iron hand, here they stroke with the velvet glove. The Continental 
controversialist suSers qualms of conscience unless he performs a 
wild war dance round his adversary before besmearing him with 
pitch and burning him in the fire of calumny. Ho defends the 
cause of the God of holiness in the foulest of the dialects of Billings- 
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gate, and borrows his methods of dealing with his opponents from 
Beineke Fuchs and the cuttle-fish. After having waded through a 
hundred pages of such choice theological vituperation, it is refreshing 
to turn to the relatively mild recriminations of the coarse characters 
in Ben Jonson*s “ Alchemist.” 

In England, fortunately, they cannot carry things with so high a 
hand yet, though they hope “ there’s a guid time coming ” when they 
may. They still defend their principles with moderation, and treat 
their adversaries with common courtesy ; but what many of them 
would do if they could, and will when they can, is painfully manifest 
to all those who have read the pages of disgusting abuse with which 
the Rev. Father Brandi, of the Company of Jesus, endeavoured to 
besmirch, in the hope of intimidating, the author of these articles. 
And even now the conventional courtesy and praiseworthy absence of 
personality which characterise the replies of the Jesuit Fathers Clarke* 
and Lucas t are rendered leas efficacious than they would be if, at the 
very same moment, the Jesuits of the Civilta Cattolica f had not 
fallen back upon their favourite methods and distorted my arguments, 
discredited my intentions, and denounced me as a forger, a blas- 
phemer, and a pretender, who has no right to call himself a 
Catholic. 

It is in virtue of this curious method of book-keeping by double entry 
that our English co-religionists are encouraged, when comparing notes 
with their Protestant fellow-countrymen, to treat the Holy Inquisition 
as the dry bones of an extinct institution into which no pontifical 
Ezechiel would ever dream of breathing new life ; while our best 
accredited theologians of the Continent are frankly teaching that this 
beneficent agency is not dead, but sleepeth, and that he who holds 
that the burning of heretics is displeasing to the Holy Spirit is him- 
self a heretic, and richly deserves to be burned at the stake in this 
world previousto being consumed in hell-fire in the next. In like manner 
in this country the temporal power of the Pope is regarded merely as 
B^pium desiderium ; whereas on the Continent belief in its necessity is 
held to be binding upon every true son of the Church. In these isles 
a Catholic like Professor Mivart is patiently borne with when he pro- 
claims that there is some kind of happiness even in hell, and the very 
worst that befalls him is that he is gently chidden, and his articles 
placed on the Index, while he is allowed to solace himself even for this 
light punishment by publicly expressing a doubt whether it was 
inflicted because the doctrine is heretical, or merely by reason of the 
unseasonable time chosen to promulgate it. On the Continent no 
such compromise with the Prince of Darkness would be tolerated for 

• Cf. Contemporary Review, July, 1894. 

t Tne Month, June and July, 1894. 

t La Cmlt^ Cattolica, seric xr., toI. x., quaderno, 1054 and 1055, May 7 and May 
11, 1894. 
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a moment. A couple of years ago a humane gentleman in Northern 
Italy, not daring to dream of anything approaching to happiness in 
the dreary abode of the damned, merely declared his disbelief in the 
material fire of hell. But punishment followed the sin with lightning- 
like rapidity. He was denied absolution and communion by the priest, 
and had he died in that state must have had liis doubts removed 
by the most terrible personal experience. A clergyman might, ^f 
course, bo mistaken. But the matter was referred to the highest 
♦ecclesiastical court, and the Holy Inquisition, presided over by Pope 
Leo XIII., issued a decree confirming the priest’s decision, and 
punishing disbelief in the material Ji re of hell by deprivation of the 
Sacraments.’'^ Was anything said or hinted, during the late contro- 
versy on happiness in hell, of a nature to lead English Catholics to 
infer the existence of any such absolute decree ? 

Now, the employment of those double weiglits and measures fill 
us, who have so often seen them used, with doubt, hesitation, and pain, 
and render us distrustful of the theology, diluted with humanity and 
common sense, which is specially prepared for and sot before the 
Catholics of England. Father Clarke, for instance, in his article in 
the July number of this Review, and Father Lucas in the pages of 
the Montky have given utterance to much that would afford us comfort 
for the present and inspire us with hope for the future, if we could 
only regard these apologists as the spokesmen of our Holy Father. 
Thus, the former, pointing out the concessions to criticism which ho 
would have us believe Leo XIII. made in his Encyclical, writes : 
‘‘ Other Popes may go farther.” In another place he soothes us by 
the reminder that, if there be doubt or perplexity whether a false 
or ambiguous decision has been formulated, .... the Holy See does 
not die. It can always explain itself.” t lie furthermore frankly 
confesses that “ the case of Galileo may serve as a reminder that to 
fight may involve the risk of being beaten ; but no campaign was 
ever won on the system of military tactics whicli consists in deserting 
every post from which the enemy is visible.” { But he reaches and 
passes the Pillars of Hercules when ho characterises the Pope’s 
attitude in the Encyclical, at the very moment that his Italian 
brethren wore extravagantly eulogising fjaellu stupeado d(iai7iienio^% as- 

chilling and repellent.” 

nThese are well weighed words of wisdom, which we should hail as 
auspicious harbingers of better times, if we possessed any grounds for 
supposing them to be indicative of the opinions of our Holy Father or 

* According to an excellent authority on these matters, the late liev. Father Schrader, 
of the Company of Jesus, this and all similar decrees are infallible. 

\ Father Schrader, S.J , teaches that no such doubt could or should be entertained. 

X This is a curious principle to be laid down by a theologian, whose care shouM be 
for truth rather than for tactics. ‘'Are you guilty or not guilty ? ” asked the Clerk of 
the Arraigns of the prisoner. “Can’t answer tluit rpiestion yet; I must first hear 
the evidence.” § Clviltd Cottolica^ May 7, p, 4ll>. 
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his advisers. But we have none. Nay, we entertain not the shadow 
of a doubt that the official organ of the Company of Jesus — the 
Oiriltd Cattolica — would much rather be suppressed than compelled 
to insert and endorse those “ semi-rationalistic ” notions which it 
exists to combat. It is a case of Fisiida didce canity voliicrcm dam 
dccqnl auccps. That members of the bodyguard of the Pope 
should be thus permitted to make such large concessions to truth is 
highly complimentary to the intelligence and independence of the 
English race ; that Continental Catholics, who act on the belief that 
vthese concessions are sincere, should be trampled upon with the 
hobnailed boots of the same bodyguard is calculated to start a train 
of thought somewhat less conducive to edification. An individual 
conviction, having served its turn, may be rudely brushed aside by 
the teaching Church,” which seldom stands upon ceremony ; and 
that the admissions made by the linglish Jesuits are no more than 
individual convictions, is a fact emphasised even by the writers 
themselves.* Indeed, at this very moment, their brethren in Italy, 
Prance, and uVustria have taken up a position diametrically opposed 
to them, and are carrying on a bitter paper war with the Rev. Dr. 
Scholz, a priest and professor of the University of Wurzburg, scoffingly 
refusing to yield up one stone of the fortresses the keys of which 
they have handed over to us with such fascinating grace. Professor 
Scholz tells these zealous apologists what they might have long since 
learned from their enlightened English brethren: “There must be 
no delusion. We must either take up positively scientific Bible 
study, or else morally perish in presence of the scientifically educated 
world It is not much of a feat to convince Catholic theo- 

logians. Converts are very easy to convert ; they manage to content 
themselves at a pinch with unsatisfactory proofs/^ t 

It is evident, then, that Englishmen are endowed with very special 
privileges, which will presumably last until such time as his Eminence, 
Cardinal Vaughan, has accomplished his task of converting thirty 
millions of their heretical brethren to the true faith, when they will 
be fed no longer with the milk of infants, but with the solid meat 
upon which Continental Catholics live and thrive. But if our Church, 
as it exists in other countries, where it is too frequently allied with 
•crass ignorance, disgusting superstition, brutal intolerance, Pharisaic 
hypocrisy, t and rank immorality, is the embodiment of the teaching 
and example of Jesus, why modify its principles and practices for 

I liave no claim to express any one’s opinion but my own. I have no man’s 
proxy”- 'the Movlh, July 1894, p. 336. 

t Cf. TUbimjer TheoUujuche Quartalschrifty heft iv., 1894, p. 430. 
t Several ot the most uncompromising adversaries of the Civil Marriage Bill in 
Hungary arc mt-n who themselves abandoned the Catholic Church, and embraced 
Protestantism or Calvinism in order to obtain a’divorce from their lawful and faithful 
wives, after which they came back to the true fold, and waxed indignant at the 
immoral and impious law drawn up by M. Szilagyi. 
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exportation to Great Britain and the United States ? And if the true 
religion is to be found only among English-speaking peoples, why not 
first reform Continental Catholicism and set our house in order before 
inviting any more guests to enter in ? The bitter truth is that 
Catholicism in certain foreign countries, not forty hours distant from 
Charing Cross, is, from a moral point of view, in a far more pitiable 
condition than that which produced the Keformation three hundred 
years ago, and that English Catholicism, in certain of its intellectual 
aspects, bears the same relation’ to our religion on the mainland that 
the decoy-duck bears to the unlucky bird whoso flesh is being pre- 
pared for the banquet by the elief dc cumne. 

The dozen or more published replies provoked by my article on 
the Papal Encyclical offer some very curious illustrations of this 
difference between the defensive tactics now resorted to in England 
and those in vogue on the Continent. Thus, while Fathers Clarke 
and Lucas seriously endeavour to disprove my statements, or weaken 
the force of my conclusions, Father Nisius, S. J., in Austria, very per- 
tinently replies that my anonymity is semi-transparent,* and assures 
his Continental readers that I have been absolutely and thoroughly 
refuted by Father Lucas, &c. f The Italian Companions of Jesus, on 
the other hand, fall back upon their heavy artillery of American 
jokes, and wind up by denouncing me as a blasphemer. J If, indeed, 
I be a blasphemer, the logical consequence should be fearlessly drawn 
from this fact, and the condition of our Church declared critical and 
deplorable. J'or I am the spokesman of a considerable and ever- 
increasing number of intelligent laymen, learned professors, con- 
scientious priests, and enlightened prelates, who have ap'pwved and 
endorsed the theses I put forward in my articles. And yet all these 
blasphemers are not only in communion with the Church, but many of 
them daily administer the sacraments to the unsuspecting faithful ! 

The fact is that we have opened this discussion because we have 
the cause of true religion at heart, because we desire to be allowed to 
believe what we hiow and to say what we believe, and because we long 
to see new and life-giving sap infused into certain of the withered 
dogmas of the past. We earnestly beg for bread, and many of our 
trusted guides who aspire to be known as Companions of Jesus fling us 
a stone and, adding insult to injury, hold us up to public scorn. 
Without questioning the charity or even the good taste of these holy 
men, I cannot refrain from reminding them that to laugh at an 
argument is not equivalent to answering it, nay, when the laugher is a 

* Of. ZtiUchrift filr KatJiolUche Theologie, iv. Quartalheft, 1894 ; Die Encyclical 
Providentissimus Dciis und die Inspiration,” p. 086. 

t “Die Niedcrlage desselben ist cine vollstiindige,” op. eii. p. 68G. This is how our 
foreign co-religionists are kept informed of the concessions made to Englishmen by 
our own apologists ! 

t CiviUvb Cattolica, May 7 and 21, 1894. 
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member of a religious orilei\ it is not even always a proof that he is of 
a different way of thinking from his adversary. Thus last year a widely 
respected aristocratic Jesuit of Germany, the Eev. Count Hoensbroech,, 
published an attack upon Professor Harnack's views on the divinity of 
Christ, The article was much more vigorous than scientific, the 
author affecting to treat the arguments of the Berlin Professor with 
precisely such scorn as his Eoman brethren now heap upon mine^ 
and he concluded by calling upon the German ISmperor to enforce 
Scriptural texts with secular authority and to silence the blasphemer 
for ever. And yet while German Catholics were perusing that 
edifying diatribe with admiration, Harnack’s arguments were silently 
and rapidly sowing the seeds of disbelief in the soul of the scoffing 
Jesuit, which, in a few months’ time, brought forth abundant and 
bitter fruit ; for the llev. Father suddenly turned his back upon hi& 
Order and his Church and is now Harnack’s fellow-contributor to a ^ 
‘‘ blasphemoizs ” Keview,* on the pages of which he attacks his former 
brethren with the vehemence and acrimony which ho onco displayed 
against his present friends and allies. 

Turning now to the gist of these replies, we are bewildered by the 
number and rashness of the speculations underlying them which,, 
without solving the difficulties, do violence to our reason and jar upon 
our religious sense. The established facts of profane history, and the* 
positive affirmations of Holy Writ, are alike thrown into the theological* 
melting pot and recast anew, and when facts fail, the discreet silence* 
of the Divine Author is boldly supplemented by the undisciplined 
imagination of His human advocate. t They conduct their case on 
the lines followed by the prisoner who, taccused of having stolen hi& 
friend s valuable chronometer, replied that he had no friend in th6> 
town, that if ho had, he never stole his watch but borrowed it, as is 
customary among friends, and that if the timepiece was not lent him 
it was because he found it on the road. The hypothesis which .we are 
asked to accept as a possible solution of one difficulty is utterly 
irreconcilable with the supposition put forward as the answer to 
another, and we ultimately dismiss the whole series from our minds 
with the painful conviction that even the acrobatic feat of adjusting 
our intellect to them all would still leave things pretty much as wo 
found them, besides involving a degree of disrespect to the Bible and 
to Him who inspired it which leaves the most “ blasphemous ” theories 
of Kuenen and Wellhausen in the shade. 

And when these special pleaders content themselves with gratuitous 

* VreuitMlHche Jalirhiicher, 

+ The pages of Father Lucas’s articles teem with hypotheses which we are asked to 
register as facts, and liis principal explanations begin with the words “if,” “ what if?’' 

“ how if ? ” He admits that tliesc assumptions would be arbitrary if we did not possessv 
independent grounds for holding that there is no error in the Bible, these independtnu 
ground.s consisting in the dixit of the Pope. 
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aissumptlons which neither run counter to reason nor discredit religion, 
they annihilate each other with* a thoroughness paralleled only by 
tliat of the Kilben’"'/ cats, of whom, their battle over, nought 
remained but one sadly bruised tail. Thus, the English Jesuits 
unhesitatingly endorse certain views of mine which their Italian 
•confreres — unaware of the line that would be followed in this country 
—not only contradict but ridicule. On the other hand, when the 

Italian members of the Pope^s bodyguard solemnly warn all 

Catholics that certain of my statements “set truth at defiance 
and do violence to the sacred texts,^* their English brethren 

actually fall into the trap set for the “ blasphemer ” and proclaim 

my view to be correct. In a word, we are the spectators of a 
comedy of cross purposes which reminds us of the story of the 
well-meaning citizen who, hearing a noise one night in his neigh- 
bour’s house, caused as he fancied by burglars, stole silently in 
and viciously struck the supposed intruder by whom he was pounded 
in turn, after which the battle raged on until both sank exhausted to 
the floor. Then only did they discover that they were neighbours 
and friends. The Jesuit Fathers would seem to have likewise found 
cut their awkward mistake, for they have done what was still possible 
to remedy it by inducing their Italian mifrtrcs to hold their peace. 
In consequence of this the series of virulent articles* pompously 
announced in the Ginlta Caitolica has been suddenly brought to an 
ignominious end. The second of the series, which concludes with a 
promise of much more, “ with God’s help, in our next number/’ was 
likewise the last, whether from a lack of the much-needed divine 
assistance or for reasons of a more profane order it is not our province 
to inquire. 

One or two illustrations of the strange things that happen when 
<Jreek thus meets Greek and takes him for a Trojan may amuse our 
fancy and enrich our experience, but will hardly conduce to increase 
-our respect for the methods of Catholic apologists. 

I asserted that, humanly speaking, Aaron could not well be buried 
in two places at the same time, as he must have- been if there were 
no error in the Bible, seeing that one text inters him at Hor and 
«.nother entombs him at Mosera, which, it informs us, is seven stations 
'distant. I thus identified Mosera with Moseroth, as the usage of the 
Hebrew language warrants me. The Jesuit Fathers of the Civilta 

* The Rev. Jesuit Fathers of Romo accuse me of “ stupidly copyinjr Voltaire’sobjec- 
‘tions” and then paiminj? them off on English readers as important discoveries of my 
own. They do an injustice to my rea«lers and to myself. Englishmen know tlieir 
Bible and Biblical literature too well to be thus imposed upon, and they also know 
how to deal with an unscrupulous trickster, be he priest or layman. As forme, 1 never 
^took credit to myself for any discoveiy. I never even stated that I know Hebrew 
•enough to read the Bible in the original : an anonymous writer can afford to be 
enodest ; modesty being a praiseworthy reluctance to offend onc^s neighbours by 
meedlessly displaying qualities or acquirements of which they happen to be devoid. 
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CattoUca replied, denying my right to do this, on grounds^ which are 
certainly calculated to make a profound impression upon every Catholic 
and Christian. They pointed out, in the solemn words of Laborde, 
that “ to associate these two names [Mosera and Moseroth] is to set 
truth at defiance, and to do violence to the sacred texts, for the pur- 
pose of getting entangled in a network of inextricable difficulties.’^ 
Sobered by this serious warning, I turned to Father darkens article 
for further light and guidance, and found, horrihiJe dictii^ that he had 
gone and rashly “ set truth at defiance and done violence to the sacred 
texts,” merely in order to get entangled in a perfect network of diffi- 
culties ; for he, too, affirms that there is no doubt that “ Mosera is the 
same place or district as Moseroth.” In this unceremonious manner 
does brother buffet brother, fancying he is belabouring a mere 
‘‘blasphemer.” If the Italian Jesuits, who wrote “with God’s help,” 
are to believed, their English confrhr. has forfeited his claim to our 
respect and confidence, and if the Englisli disciple of St. Ignatius is 
in the right, in what truthful words compatible with Christian charity 
can we characterise the ethics of his Italian colleagues ? And what 
are non-Jesuits — mere unsophisticated laymen and priests — to think 
of the other solutions offered by the zealous Fathers ? And with 
what condiment are they to digest such statements as cannot easily 
be verified ? Are we justified, for instance, in bowing to Father 
Clarke’s decision that it is mere perversity to assert that Mosera 
.... was not in the vicinity of Ilor,” when we reflect on the cautious 
statement of the official Jesuits in Eome, who do not venture to deny 
that Moseroth was really seven stations distant from Mosera, and con- 
sequently from Mount Hor ? 

And while these reverend fathers thus flatly contradict each other 
in presence of the open-mouthed “ crowd of the faithful,” a third 
member of the order, Eev. 1* ather Lucas, was penning these remark- 
able lines : “ When an attack is made on the Holy See .... it is 
obviously of importance that the defenders of the Holy Father should 
show, at least so far as principles are concerned, a united front.” t 
Obviously. But simple-minded people are naturally prejudiced 
against the front of the man or men — especially if. they are priests — 
who, in matters of this moment, are more eager to provide for the 
requirements of tactics than to consult the exigencies of truth, and 
are not — indeed cannot by their very position be — prepared boldly to 
face the truth and say, “ Encyclical or no Encyclical, these things 
are facts.” 

Another deplorable instance of brother falling foul of brother in the 
dark is afforded by the desperate efforts of our apologists to deaden 
the blow struck at the papal theory by the conflicting statements of 

* CiviHd, CattoUca, May 7, 1894, p. 429. 

+ Thq Month, July 1894, p. 3:i(). 



THEOLOGICAL ^BOOK-KEEPING. 




the Scriptures about Saul and David. The Bibre first tells us that 
Saul appointed David to the post of royal armour-bearer, and selnt^to 
Jesse, the father of the young shepherd, to request his peripissipn 
that the latter should stand before him.’^ * It next gives us a 
graphic account of a long conversation which passed between the king 
and his dauntless young subjept on the very morning of the duel with 
Goliath, t and it then astounds us by stating that when the momentous 
combat was over, and the giant’s head was in David’s hand, the king 
felt curious to know who that valiant young man was. He was evi- 
dently unacquainted with David. Inquiring of Abner, he elicited the 
reply that this brave general was equally in the dark on the subject, 
so that the king had to question the hero himself. X Now there can 
be no reasonable doubt that this narrative contradicts itself, and that 
if similarly conflicting statements occurred in the work of Rationalists 
and “ blasphemers ” like Kuenen and Wellhausen, the Italian Jesuits 
of the Civiltu would split their sides laughing. Ihit as they are 
met with in the only book known to mankind which, having God for 
its author, is perfect, these ingenious apologists turn the laugh against 
me. ‘‘ Why are Miller’s liogs fat ? ” asks the philo- American Jesuit 
of Rome. “ In America,” he continues, gloating over his own 
humorous sally, ‘‘ they reply by asking, ‘ Are they fat ? ’ ” § He then 
goes on to assure us that the same kind of reply will effectually dis- 
pose of my absurd objection, because it is not a fact that Saul was 
ignorant who David was. What he wanted to know was what family 
he belonged to [although he was acquainted with Jesse, David’s 
father], and he required this information in order to fulfil the usual 
formalities to be observed when exempting a subject from taxation ! 
The notion is monstrous, Philistines and Hebrews stand facing each 
other on one of the most momentous days of their existence. Their 
fate trembles in the balance. The Jews, who a moment before were 
plunged in despair, are suddenly and unexpectedly delivered from 
their bitterest and most powerful enemy by the king’s young armour- 
bearer and personal friend. The youth severs the head of the formi- 
dable giant, II and raises it up so that it may bo seen by both armies, 
who are wild with the excitement of irrepressible joy or rage. And 
at this solemn moment the king finds nothing better to do than 
to run about the field making inquiries about David’s ancestors, 
with a view to free the youth from taxation ! Don Quixote in 
his wildest freaks never cut a more ridiculous figure than the first 

* 1 Sam. xvi. ‘21, 22. f 1 Sam. xvii. 38. X 1 Sam. xvii. 67, 58. 

§ Civilta CaltoUca, May 21, 181)4, p. 5U. 

11 According to 2 Sam. xxi. 19, Goliath was slain, not in any of the wars waged by 
Saul, bat during the reign of his successor ; and not by the shepherd boy l)a\id, but 
by a warrior, likewise from Bethlehem, named Elhanan. And according to 1 Sam. 
xvi. 16-23, David, when first presented to Saul, was not a shepherd’s boy at all, but 
“ a mighty valiant man and a man of war.” The entire narrative is one tissue of 
glaring contradictions. 
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Anointed of the Lord. And in order to be able thus to cari- 
cature one of the most striking figures of the Old Testament, 
we are asked to believe that, with all this morbid predilection 
for bureaucratic formalism, he appointed a shepherd boy to be 
his armour-bearer and admitted him to his confidence without 
ever inquiring to what family he belonged. If we could conceive of 
a reader in a normal state of mind whose sense of humour was suffi- 
ciently defective to prevent him from gauging the dimensions of this 
wanton insult to the human understanding, we should ask him to 
remember that whatever information Saul really needed, he evidently 
received from David, whose answer completely satisfied his curiosity ; 
and that this answer contained neither more nor less than what, 
according to the Italian Jesuit's admission, Saul already knew, and 
did not require to be told again — viz., David replied, I am the son 
of thy servant, Jesse the Bethlehemito.” * 

But while the Italian disciple of St. Ignatius, who experiences 
such unholy delight in dwelling upon the fatness of Miller’s hogs, 
finds the sacred text in perfect ordcT, and my objection downright 
ludicrous, his cautious brethren, who have to deal with hard-headed 
and highly privileged Englishmen, take up a widely different posi- 
tion. They admit that we may be in presence of a Id under ^ neither 
more nor less. ‘‘One thing," says Father Lucas, “is clear — viz., 
^either that the original text has suffered from transposition, or else 
(which seems to us more probable) that the compiler of 1 Samuel 
has faithfully set down what he found in his sources icithout Icing soli- 
citous to fiillow flic chronological sequence of events^ t B^t the rev. 
apologist seems to forget that it was not the compiler’s province to 
be solicitous or careless, seeing that God, and not he, is responsible 
for all errors and inaccuracies. Translated into the language of the 
Encyclical, the hypothesis preferred by Father Lucas, S.J., implies 
that the hopeless muddle made by the narrator of the story of Saul 
and David, and the contradictions that ensue, are the handiwork of 
the omnipotent and omniscient God of the universe, who is the sole 
author of the book in which they occur. Whether the pen that 
indited that grave admission is “ blasphemous " or reverent may 
well be left to the decision of the pious Jesuits of Italy, but its 
scope and significance are all-sufficient to justify our regret that 
Miller’s American hogs should have been prematurely let loose in the 
hope that they might be capable of contributing even indirectly to 
the solution of such intricate problems. And in any case, we cannot 
help exclaiming in the slightly altered words of Nello in George 
Eliot’s “ Romola ” : “ With San Dominico roaring ^ vero in one ear, 
and San Francisco screaming & falso in the other, what is a poor 
layman to do — unless he were illuminated ? ** What, indeed ? 

* 1 Sam. xvii. 57, 58. t The Month, July 1894, p. 34U342. 
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But among all the curious replies produced by the few instances of 
contradictions which I brought forward, probably the most amazing 
and, from a psychological point of view, the most interesting are 
those which attempt to explain away the ridiculous blunder made 
about the number of first-born males. The reader’s careful attention 
to this little sum in arithmetic will be amply repaid by the results. 
I alleged that the statement of Numbers iii. 42, 48 is false, accord- 
ing to which there were only 22,273- first-born males among the 
Israelites, whose army, reaching the respectable total of 603,550,* 
warriors of twenty and upwards, implies a population of not less 
than two millions. The Italian Jesuit begins his reply with the very 
appropriate quotation “ Qim Jupiter vult pcnlcrc demnitat^^* the truth 
of which he immediately sets himself to demonstrate. “ Let us note,” 
ho piously exclaims, ‘‘ how God in His providence, wishing to qonfound 
this detractor of His word, permitted him to fall into a shameful error in 
a most simple calculation, precisely when he is making merry over the 
inspired writer, and over God Himself.” Now, it is doubtful policy 
in a priest and a religious thus to drag in God at every hand’s-turii 
into simple matters with w^hich the exercise of a little mother-wit 
would enable him satisfactorily to grapple. For, should a mistake 
be made, he has not only his own blunder to excuse, but the divine 
interference to justify. It reminds me of a good-hearted old Catholic 
curate, who firmly believed that God was continually working miracles 
to enable him to help the needy, and who seldom had a coin in his 
pocket, though he was never devoid of the fire of charity in his 
heart. Accosted one day by a beggar woman, he pleaded utter lack 
of money, and sadly turned aside ; but on the mendicant beseeching 
him to search his pockets, he hopelessly put his hand in one, and to 
his amazement and joy found a five-shilling piece there. Another 
of God’s miracles ! ” he exclaimed, and then addressing the woman : 
“ This coin belongs to you of right. Take it, and go in peace.” 
Having told the story a few hours later to his worldly minded parish 
priest, and suggested that they should both go down on their 
knees and render thanks to Cod, a strange unpleasant light suddenly 
broke on the mind of the shrewd pastor, who exclaimed in accents 
not suggestive of thanksgiving ; “ Good God ! Are these my breeches 
that you’ve on you ? ” 

A similar mishap has befallen the Italian eTesuit, who goes on to 
remark that it is a question here of a most simple division, and a 
pupil of one of our elementary schools could teach the learned 
English hypercritic that 600,000 divided by 22,273 gives, not more 
than forty but a little less than twenty-seven (2(5 -9).$ Unless the 

* Num. i. 46. t tivUUt Cottolica, May 21, 1894, p. 556. 

+ The ISnglish Jesuits also wonder how 600,000 divided by 22,723 can give a quotient 
of more than 26*9. But the Bible says that the first-born were to be numbered not 
among the 603,565 soldiers of the army, but omunff all the children of Israel, who 
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hypercriticism of our Anopymous, being superior to the Word of God, 
thinks itself likewise superior to the elementary rules of arithmetic.”* 
I must frankly confess that it does ; and I undertake now to show 
that it is as much superior to the elementary rules of Catholic arith- 
metic as it is to those of the Catholic chemistry and comparative history, 
which likewise owe their existence to his Holiness the Pope. First 
of all, however, let us see how the English Jesuit, Father Clarke, 
disposes of the difficulty. This apologist takes a different lino of 
argument, and sets himself to prove too much in order to be able to 
affirm that I prove nothing. He endeavours to show that if we 
interpret the text in the ordinary way, “the average Jewish father 
would be father of 120 children,” and he then triumphantly exclaims : 

qui nimis probat nihil “If the writer of the Book of 

Numbers^ had meant such things, he could not be excused on the plea 
that, ‘ after all, perhaps he was not a family man.^ It is impossible 
to believe in the existence of sucli a dolt as ho would have been.” X 
Was the inspired writer, then, a dolt who tells us that the days of 
Methuselah were 9G9 years ? And yet the one is as credible, or as 
absurd, as the other. Was he, too, a dolt who informs us that 
Absalom rebelled against David for forty years ? The reckless abuse 
of numbers in the one case would suffice to stigmatise the inspired 
writer as a dolt, according to Father Clarke, who feels that his Catholic 
readers will hesitate before calling an inspired writer by that name. 
But the moment the same apologist is convinced that even the least 
critical of his readers must admit that many of these writers let their 
imaginations run wild in the spliero of numbers, and vie with the 
ancient Hindoos in a way which brings an incredulous smile to the 
lips of a schoolboy, then, instead of the writer being a dolt, the reader 
is respectfully requested to assume that unenviable rule, and the 
apologist entrenches himself behind a euphemism. “ So, to take 
another class of facts,” remarks Father Clarke, nn ruler h mud le 
expected to he used Orientally.” Does this mean correctly, or incor- 
rectly ? we ask. Incorrectly, is the gist of the rev. gentleman’s reply. 
“ All those seventies and forties — for example, as where Absalom is 
said to have rebelled against David for forty years — cannot possibly 
be meant numerically.” Then .they exactly correspond to what we 
are wont to term false and incorrect, and the Papal Encyclical is a 
calamitous mistake. Fancy the God of truth, omniscient and omni- 
potent, defending Himself against the accusation of spreading error 
and falsehood, and having no better answer to the terrible charge 
than that He rand be e,tpected> to use numbers Orientally ! The Creator 

amounted to considerably over two millions. Can it be that the Jesuit Fathers were 
ignorant of this ? And if they knew it ... 

* Cixnlta Catiolica, May 21, 1894, p. 5.50. 

+ “He who proves too much proves nothing.’*’ 

^ CONTEMPOKAKY REVIEW, July 1894. 
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of the universe becomes the author of a book which is so perfect as 
to be absolutely free from error of every description, and yet His 
indulgent readers have to be requested not to pry too closely into His 
numbers ! And the very backbone of the section of th^ Bible which 
we are engaged in examining — the Priests* Code — is made up mainly 
of numbers. 

But the responsibility for these “ blasphemous *’ imputations lies 
less with the advocate than with his brief. It is a diiSicult task for 
firemen to quench a conflagration if they are prohibited from approach- 
ing the spot where the fire broke out and where the^ inflammable 
material is heaped up in abundance. The truth is that the blunder 
ill question, like hundreds of others which resemble it, is just such a 
one as a Jewish priest writing, as the author of Numbers iii. wrote, 
after the Babylonian Captivity was peculiarly liable to commit. The 
problem to be solved lies far deeper, therefore, than any of the diflS- 
culties of detail in which it abounds. The true solution is to be 
sought in the recognition of the fact that the Priests* Code could no 
more have been written in the days of Moses, of the Judges, or of the 
Kings, than the Statute of Winchester could have been enacted in the 
reign of King /l^thelberht. And no honest man of normal mental 
capacity, who studies Wellhausen*a proofs of this thesis, Bible in 
hand, will deny that the Priests’ Code testifies to a degree of igno- 
rance of elewish history which can be matclied only by the ignorance 
of Holy Scriptures manifested by Catholics of our own days.t 

But let us now return to arithmetic, of which, as we have seen, 
there are three kinds : profane arithmetic for the ordinary run of 
mankind. Catholic arithmetic for our co-religionists, and Oriental 
arithmetic reserved for God alone, in II is capacity of the sole Author 
of the Bible. The text under consideration runs thus (Numbers 
iii. 40) : 

‘‘And the Lord said unto Moses, Number all the first-born of tlie males 
of the children of Israel from a month old and upward, n)id 1. ‘ike the number 
of their names. (41) And Moses numbered, as the Jjord commanded him, 
all the first-born among the children of Israel. (4i)) And all the first-born 
males by the number of names, from a month old inid upward, of those 
that were numbered of them were twenty and two thousand two hundred 
and three score and thirteen.” 

The words are exceptionally clear and precise. God does not say : 
Number all the first-born who came into the world during any 
particular period or since any memorable event, as Father Clarke 

* B.c. 458, approxiiiiatively. 

+ Tlic Rev. Father Jiucas concludes his two articles in the Month with one of those 
side strokes {Seitcnhiehe) which Father Nisius, S.J., alludes to with evident delight : 
“ In conclusion, I would suggest that whereas a knowledge of Hebrew and a spirit of 
reverence are both necessary for the deeper study of the Bible, of the two, reverence 
is more indispensable than Hebrew {Month, July 1894, p.' o51). This is good news 
for Catholics, wdio deeply reverence the Bible, as Mgr. d’Hulst has told us, “from afar 
and without troubling themselves about its contents.” 
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inspires Him to say, but all the first-lorn of the male children of 
Israel from a month old and upward^ And the result was found to 
be 22,273, exactly to the very units. This gives rather less than 
50,000 first-born male and female ; but to put the matter in the most 
favourable possible way for our adversaries, let us say 50,000 of both 
sexes. Now the army, composed of men of twenty years and upwards, 
ifl put down likewise in very precise numbers at 603,555.* But as 
the army did not exhaust the nation, we cannot perform that “ most 
simple sum in division ” until we have found out the number of 
people that did. It contained only men of twenty and upward. 
There were also men under twenty among the Hebrews, and their 
number may be estimated at 300,000 at the very least.t So that the 
entire population amounted at least to 2,000,000. And it is 
gravely aflSrmed by the inspired writer of Numbers iii. that among 
those 2,000,000 the first-born males were only 22,273 all told, and 
eonsequently the total of first-born males and females amounted to no 
more than 50,000 at the very most. Now is the time for ihat “ most 
simple sum in division.” Divide two millions by 50,0O0 and the 
quotient is forty. An average Hebrew mother then, in those good old 
times, was blessed with forty olive branches. Whether the writer 
who is reponsible for tliis curious narrative was a dolt may be left to 
Father Clarke to determine, but assuredly he was not an Occidental 
arithmetician ; and we cannot be justly accused of disrespect if we find 
him guilty of infringing upon the privilege to which he had no claim, 
of using numbers Orientally. 

The wives of that uxorious patriarch, Esau, are gallantly defended 
by the same apologist, who gives them credit for ideal (jualities rarely 
found in the spouses of a polygamist. They mirjht, he alleges, have 
had several names, and one might take the name of the other. As 
absolute proposition, the plea may stand. The early kings of 
Rome might have reigned and ruled there, and we should possibly 
still believe that they did, had not Niebuhr written his book. Father 
Clarke then goes on to say that there was “ nothing extraordinary in 
Mahalath taking on her marriage the name Basmath, if an earlier 
wife, perhaps dead by that time, had previously been called by it.'^ 
But the misfortune is that the earlier wife did not die by that time. 
In those halcyon days wives had a habit of living for whole centuries 
at a stretch. Indeed the inspired writer himself is careful to 
remark : “ Then went Esau unto Ishmael and took unto the wives vdiich 
he had Mahalath, the daughter of Ishmael, Abraham’s son.”t It will 
not be gainsaid that there was a considerable dose of human nature 
in Hebrew women of patriarchal times, and their squabbles, 
wranglings, and petty jealousies, as recorded by Holy Writ, hardly 

* Num, i. 46. 

t It must have been considerably more, but 1 wish to state the case with all possible 
moderation. X Gen. xxviii. 9. 
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warraat us in supposing that one wife would feel impelled to honour 
her rival by taking her name. She would possibly much sooner take 
her life, if she could do so with impunity ; for, as Solomon 
assures us, who spoke with the knowledge of bitter experience : 

“ Love is strong as death j jealousy is cruel as the grave.” 

To another question of mine Father Clarke offers a reply which tho 
easy-going reader will admit has a very reasonable ring about it. 
Having expressed our regret that theologians would not disprove, nor 
his Holiness expressly tolerate or condemn, the principal theses of 
Bible criticism, I wrote : “ If our contention is false, let it be publicly 
refuted by arguments ; if heretical, let it be solemnly condemned by 
an infallible decree. Out of the present difficulty there is no third 
issue.” Father Clarke now replies thus : “ These are words not of an 
essentially unreasonable, but (at the same time) of an impatient man ; 
for, as a matter of fact, there is a third issue — the very old and 
familiar one, ‘ Let it be threshed out.’ ” This, in the mouth of a. 
theologian, is a very rational suggestion, provided always that the- 
theologian in question was unaware when he made it of the all- 
important fact, that Catholic scholars who presume to act upon it and 
thresh the question out are themselves threshed out with a thorough- 
ness usually reserved for heresiarchs. And this is a fact of which it 
is difficult to be ignorant. Most educated Catholics know that when 
the Rev. Canon Salvatore di Bartolo began the threshing-out process 
his book * * * § was put on the Index and sealed with seven seals to all good 
Catholics ; that when Canon Berta t and Rev. Father Savi J tried 
their hands they were vigorously abused by Catholic critics, and 
effectively silenced by the papal Encyclical; that^when Monseigneur 
d’Hulst § set himself to perform the work, in the softest of kid gloves, 
he was denounced by Rev. Father Brucker, S.J., and summoned to 
Rome, where he speedily lost his taste for essays on Bible Criticism ; 
that the contribution to the c|uestion by the eminent pious Catholic 
scholar, Lenormaiit, |1 was removed from Catholic eyes and placed 
upon the Index, and that Abbe Loisy, late Professor at the free *"■ 
Catholic University of Paris, was first deprived of his chairs and then 
ignominiously expelled from the University for a series of writings* 
which were lauded by his superiors and have never even been pro- 
hibited.ir And last and least, my own humble efforts have drawn 
forth a torrent of invective from Father Clarke’s brethren in Rome, 
the professional defenders of the Pope, which makes me quake at the^ 

* Criteri Teologici.” 

+ “Dei cinque libri Mosaici,” Torino, 1892. 

X Science Cathdiqve, 1893, p. 29G. 

§ “ La Question Biblique,” vf, Lc. (^orresimulant^ Janvier ‘2;j. 1893. 

li “ Les Origines de I’histoire d’apros la Bible et les Traditions des pcuples' 
orientaux.’* 

^ ,His principiil writings were enumerated and the story of his expulsion narrated 
by me in this BxvifiW, August, 1894, pp. 296-303. 
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blood-curdling thought that occasionally flits across my mind : What 
if God, when our souls appear before Him after death, should prove 
to be a Catholic theologOin ? 

The soothing consciousness of a generous and humane action must 
be purchasable at very easy rates indeed if it can be had by opening 
their cages to the birds whose wings we have carefully clipped. Bub 
in the case of the human sufferers it is hardly commendable to add to 
the pain of captivity the poignancy of calumny as Father Clarke, 
doubtless unwittingly, does. ‘‘ The Abbe Loisy,” he tells us, appears 
to have carried the theory of partial inspiration to dangerous lengths.” 
Surely not. But the reader had best be left to judge whether it was 
advisable to prefer a charge of this nature against a scholar who having 
been degraded and trodden under foot by the theologians whom he 
endeavoured to befriend, is now condemned to silence. In his 
Essay on the Bible Question and the Inspiration of Scripture he abso- 
lutely and utterly rejects the theory of partial inspiration, and adds : 

Neither the Fathers of the Church nor the J)ocbors of the Middle Ages 
ever dreamt that there could be inspired and uninspired parts in the 
Bible, and no such distinction is authorised by the definitions either of 
the Council of Trent or of the Vatican. The Church has never conceived 
of the Bible as of a mosaic, in which fragments of human error are sec 
side by side with fragments of divine truth.”* If Father Clarke had read 
this essay he must evidently have interpreted it according to the princi- 
ples of ‘‘ hermeneutics ” ; and if he had not, is not his accusation the 
action, not indeed of an essentially unreasonable, but (at the same time) 
of an impatient man who judges and condemns a colleague's published 
teachings without having read them ? But the inspired writers have 
<]uite as much to complain of in this respect as Abbe Loisy, and it 
would be presumptuous on the part of a mere French ecclesiastic to 
ask that his asseverations should be treated with greater consideration 
than the inspired Word of God. Thus Father Clarke deems it essential 
to the efficacy of one of his replies to my objections to state catego- 
rically that the Prophet Jeremiah did not belong to the sacerdotal 
order.” Accustomed from my youth to hold the contrary opinion on 
a question concerning which I was unaware that there could be any 
dispute, I turned to the evidence of Jeremiah himself, and found in 
the yery first verse of the very first chapter of that prophet’s writings 
the categorical statement that he did belong to the sacerdotal order. 
And it is hardly too much to affirm that Jeremiah must have known 
better even than Father Clarke, 

But it is not priests and prophets only who have thus suffered in 
order that his Holiness the Pope should come forth unscathed from 
the severe and superfluous ordeal through which he is actually passing. 
The Divine Author of Holy Writ Himself is continually presented to 

* “ La Question Biblique et Tlnspiration dcs Ecritures,” p. 4, Paris. 1893. 
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us in a light in which we should be loth to place our bitterest enemy. 
An example will illustrate my meaning. I wrote : “ According to 
jSxodus, Leviticus, and Numbers, Moses enacted numerous laws 
regulating burnt-offerings and sacrifices, which laws ^ye must believe 
to have been inspired by God. And yet Jehovah Himself, speaking 
through His prophet Jeremiah, declares most emphatically that He 
never gave any directions whatever about burnt-ofierings and sacrifices” 
(Jer. vii. 22).* The Jesuits endeavour to explain away this contra- 
diction by the help of two distinctions : firstly, what God meant is 
that He did not demand sacrifices only ; and, secondly, that when lie 
denies that He commanded them, He was careful to add, in the day 
that I brought them out of Egypt.” With regai d to the first plea, 
I will only ask Father Clarke what he would think of the parish priest 
or bishop who should say to his flock : It is not the will of God that 
you should hear mass, confess, and communicate ; He wills that you 
should love your neighbour and avoid all manner of wickedness ” ? 
The second contention clashes with common sense no less than with 
the respect due, even from apologists, to Holy Writ. What Jehovah 
seeks to impress upon the minds of His people is that He wants not 
their sacrifices and burnt-offerings, but only justice, truth, and clean 
living ; and to enforce this lesson He reminds them that in olden times 
— “ in the day that I brought them out of Egypt” — He gave no 
directions about sacrifices and offerings. Now if this means that He 
did give such commands, only not in the day that He brought them 
out of Egypt, His argument is not worth a green tig. The liteiary 
man who would argue in this way would, to uso Father Clarke’s em- 
phatic expression, be regarded as a dolt. And yet wo are asked to 
say that God Himself reasoned thus, because otherwise the Pope^s 
Encyclical must be held to have been a mistake. Much as we revere 
the Sovereign Pontiff we honour God still more and hearken to the 
dictates of our consciences, which forbid us to write of Him thus 
recklessly with “ blasphemous pen.” 

% The Slough of Despond, the Serbonian Bog of arbitrary, absurd, 
and irreligious hypotheses, through which we are thus forced to wade, 
risking the salvation of our souls, in order to keep the Papal Ency- 
clical afloat, may well cause the conscientious to murmur and the 
indifferent to hesitate, more especially if they bear in mind that when 

* It is impossible here to analyse every one of the solutions suggested by every one 
of the authors of the numerous replies to my paper, but I cannot refrain from alluding 
to the attempt made to smooth over the contradiction between IjCv. xix. 5 and Lev. 
xxii. 29. There is no doubt that these texts may be harmonised according to Lev. vii. 
15, 16; but neither is there any doubt that the word aheUm in Lev. xix. 5, which 
forms part of the Laws of Holiness dating from the Babylonian Captivity is a 
general designation comprising all kinds of thank-offerings. There is absolutGly no 
ground for the opinion of our apologists that in this place it signifies only a sacrifice 
offered for the purpose of obtaining a future grace. In Lev. xxii. 29 we have a later 
addition, intended to harmonise Lev. xix. 5 with Lev. vii., which belongs to the post- 
exilian Priests’ Code. Readers who feel interested' in the discussion will find all the 
needful information in Benzinger’s ** Hebraische Archaologie,” page 44G. 
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this ordeal is over their real troubles begin. For the thesis that 
there are errors in the Bible is no longer in need of proofs, is never, 
in fact, seriously discussed or alluded to by any genuine critic ; he 
would as soon think of questioning the Semitic character of the 
Hebrew tongue. The facts are so plain and palpable that the denial 
of them by contemi^orary theologians amazes us infinitely more than 
their emphatic recognition will astonish our children. The real ques- 
tion at issue, which these secondary matters only serve to obscure, ia 
not whetlier there are errors in the Bible, thousands of which could 
be .strung together at a few ’ hours’ notice, but whether the entire 
“Mosaic” legislation of the Priests’ Code had any existence in fact 
or in theory before the end of the Babylonian Captivity. And to this 
we answer, as our opponents or their successors will also one day 
answer, that it had not. 

And yet for the sake of reconciling contradictions in mere details 
which leave the main issue unaffected, we are asked to re-write 
history, to reform arithmetic, to modify philology, and to turn chron- 
ology and geography into cabalistic exercises. ^J^hus, Father Lucas, 
S.J.,* trusts we may acquiesce in the view that the name Sargon is 
philologically identical with Euemessar, into which it was gradually 
transformed, much as the French word clicnd was derived, by the 
Gascon, from ’/ttttoc, the first syllable, '/V, being changed into die, and 
TToc into ml. In order to make room between 2 Kings xviii. 9 and 
xviii. lo for Sargon’s reign of seventeen years, the same apologist 
asks us kindly to take it for granted that the number I t in verse 13 
is a blunder, or that the date in the first verse in Isaiah xxxvi. was 
transposed thither from Isaiah xxxviii. 1, in consequence of which, 
and in order to remove all traces of the misleading change, another 
transposition, still more misleading, had to be effected — viz., the 
fourteen years of Hezekiah were also transferred from 2 Kings xx. 1 
to xviii. 13.t 

Further, in order to uphold the historical authority of the Book of 
Judith, lately thrown overboard by the Kev. Professor Scholz, of 
Wurzburg, t he requests us to accept the serviceable hypothesis of 
multiple names and corrupt texts, because “ the Deutero-canonical 
books have been liable in a pre-eminent degree to textual corruption. 
We must also dutifully hold that Belshazzar, who was admittedly 
Nabonned’s son, may “ rightly be called ” the son of Nabuchodonosor, 

* The Month, July 1894. p. 343. + Op. cit pp. .345, .346. 

t Professor Scholz is a zealous Catholic ecclesiastic, and a defender of the Papal Ency- 
clical, but he professes a sentiment akin to hatred for the tactics of the apologists of the 
CiviltdCattolica. In the current number of the Tilhivger TheohyiscJic Quartalschrift he- 
writes ; “ In my reply to the (Jesuits* Review) Htimmen, I challenged them to verify 
the history of the Book of Judith, and to explain the book on the basis of history.. 
Although the obscurity that formerly enveloped the period in question has been dis- 
pelled, and although the Htimmen dispose of the services of good Assyriologists, no* 
reply has yet been vouchsafed, nor will any be given in the future*’ (p. 421). 

§ The Month, July 1894, p. 349. 
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because, forsooth, Belshazzar’s mother may have been Nabuchodonosor’s 
daughter, if, indeed, this king ever had a daughter, in which case 
Belshazzar, being Nabuchodonosor’s grandson, might “rightly” be 
termed his son. Then, in order to keep Baruch (i. 11) afloat on the 
treacherous waters of criticism, we are expected to hold that, besides 
that possible daughter, he further had a son unknown to history — 
the fruit of the affection of our theologians for his Holiness the Pope 
— and that the Belshazzar of Baruch was a very different man from the 
Belshazzar of Daniel.* And when we have recklessly mixed up old 
names and created new ones, and commanded dead kings and prhices 
to increase and multiply and replenish the blank pages of unwritten 
history, and have successfully assimilated the wildly improbable hypo- 
theses of our theologians, we arrive at a result which will surprise anS 
shock our co-religionists in England and on the Continent — viz., the 
conviction that the unerring Bible contains passages of “ unauthorised 
redaction,” that many an important text was “ extruded from its 
original place,” and “ a fresh introduction ” written, in order to lead 
up to the altered statements and render the true indistinguishable 
from the false. And it is to score this sorry victory that our apologists 
contradict each other, “set truth at defiance, do violence to Holy 
Writ,” and sail dangerously close to blasphemy. 

Nor do the drawbacks of their system end here. Whatever con- 
cessions our theologians may deem advisable to make to physical 
science, they feel bound at all costs to uphold the infallibility of the 
Bible in every question related to history, divine and profane. History 
to them is the keystone in the arch of the scriptural edifice. Once 
shake men’s confidence in the truth of the historical narrative, and 
you have completely undermined their trust in the authority of Holy 
Writ. Hence some of them, willing to sacrifice a part to save the 
whole, are ready to admit that Judith may be but a parable — possibly 
of the category which a schoolboy once defined as a heavenly story 
with no earthly meaning. It would be impossible in a Review 
article to set forth the weighty, and to my mind conclusive, arguments 
which militate against the trustworthiness of most of the “historical” 
narratives of the Old Testament, and the whole of the story told by 
the Priests’ Code. Fortunately, however, it is also needless, seeing 
that neither Wellhausen nor Kuenen has so seriously damaged the 
historical trustworthiness of the inspired WTitings as the theologians 
who now profess to uphold it. 

* It will not be amiss to refer here to the Chaldean name of Daniel, Belteshazzar,. 
said by the inspired author to contain the name of a f?od. Father Lucas says that 
Father Strassinaier thinks it contains the word which, being feminine, would 

be the name of a goddess ; and that Father Strassmaier is a more eminent Assyri- 
ologist than I am. Undoubtedly he is ; but that man must be a very poor Hebrew, or 
Aramaic, scholar who identifies the first two syllables in Belteshazzar with Belit, seeing 
that the dental consonant in the former word is Uth, whereas in the latter it is taw, 
the termination of the feminine gender. 

VOL. LXVI. 2 B 
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The two vital elements of history are chronology and the proper 
names of people and places, and a book which is untrustworthy in these 
can have no claim to be regarded as historical. And such a book is the 
Bible, on the showing of Catholic apologists themselves. They assure 
us that the scriptural names of places and persons are no guide to 
identity, because everybody and everything possessed a multiplicity 
of appellations; so that seemingly different places, even though 
seven stations distant from each other, are one and the same, while 
names which apparently denote the same district really belong to 
places toio rvdo different. It is exactly tlie same with persons; 
every Hebrew man and woman possessed more names than a royal 
l^aby or a Spanish beggar, and yet somehow any number of people 
seem to have been known by one and the same cognomen. And 
as for chronology, it is a wild-goose chase to seek for it in the Bible, 
which takes greater credit to itself for j^recise data, including even 
odd units in a number of six figures, than the contemporary returns 
of the Census Commissioners. In the Book of Xumbers, a 
iic olteration of o rholc srrics of ” is admitted by our English 

Catholic apologists as possible ; ^ in Genctsis considerable “ blunder- 
ing ” in the metliod of computation is recognised as a fact, and 
“ some one ” is accused of having added or subtracted ‘‘ 100 to or 
from vvcrij onr of a whole series of age computations,” t nay, ‘‘a 
systematic and repejited addition or subtraction of five has taken 
place in Numbers iv.”; and the hypothesis of (f syntemafic multipli’- 
cation of items — say by 10 or 100” — should “also be admitted as 
within the bounds of possibility.” + And this is the book, the 
historical nal’rative of which is systematically maintained /as ct 
per i^fas at a cost to propriety, morality, and religion which would 
cause the average heathen to shudder. 

Summing up the account of the matter given by our Italian and 
English apologists, we find that what it comes to in ultimate analysis 
is this. It pleased God to issue a message to mankind, Epistot a 
oinnipotaitis Dti ad creaturamf enshrine it in a book, the only 

book of which He is the author, llis scribes being imperfect men, 
He wrought miracles upon miracles for the sole purpose of preserving 
the message pure and undefiled by the breath of error, as it passed 
through these human channels. So marvellous were these miracles, 
that when the Prophets gave expression to the current errors of their 
age, they W'ere so completely in the power of divine grace that the 
terms they employed are even at the present day found to dovetail 
with the formulas of physical science. § 

If ^we inquire why it was necessary that the Bible should be thus 

* The Month, July 1894, p. 340.- t Ibidem. 

t Ibidem. 

§ Of. Monseigneur d’Hulst, Le Correspond 2 nf, 25 Janvier, 1893. 
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exempt from all error, the ansv^er is equally satisfactory : by reason 
of its origin and author ; because God, whose Church is an assembly 
of sinners and saints, whose fields are divided between tares and 
wheat, whose sun shines upon the wicked and the upright, and whose 
world is a web of evil and of good, could not possibly be the author of 
a book disfigured by even one single error. Search creation high and 
low, everything we find bears traces of imperfection. The only absolutely 
faultless, truly perfect work known to man is the Bible. Therefore, 
and also because it was meet that His message to llis creatures should 
bear His signature in its every page, visible to him who reads as he 
runs, did (Jod resort to a series of extraordinary miracles, in order to 
hinder the ignorance or stupidity of His human instruments from 
thwarting the divine will. ‘i? 

And yet the work which He thus willed should be perfect has come 
to His creatures in a lamentable state of corruption. Texts have 
changed their places and now convey false notions of events to the 
guileless reader ; “ mistakes may have been made in the arrangement 
of MSS., a prophetic fragment by one author may have been tacked 
on without a separate heading to a prophecy by another,”* “ fresh 
introductions have been written to weld tliese fragments together ; ” 

systematic additions and subtractions ” took place, and pragmatical 
persons” ‘‘tampered with the -text.’^t And this in spite of the 
numerous miracles wrought by God to preserve that text free from 
all admixture of error. The reason is because, as Father Lucas tells 
us, “ some one has blundered very systematically.” + 

We who so sadly needed an infallible divine message that numerous 
miracles were performed in order to secure it to us, find that we have 
to content ourselves in the end with a lamentably corrupt text and 
extravagant data which have to be multiplied or divided by a number 
or numbers still unknown. § Now we could well afford to let the 
matter rest there and piously resign ourselves to the inevitable. But 
over and above all this we are asked to believe firmly and gratefully 
that we are actually in possession of the perfect book, the non- 
existence of which has been so .satisfactorily explained. In other 
words, we are treated like the man who, having called for Swiss 
cheese with his bread and butter at the restaurant, received none but 
was charged for it in the bill, and on his demanding an explanation 
was told that the cheese was duly cut, but that the part that had 
fallen to his lot was one of the holes. If now, coming to the main 

* Of. Father Clarke’s article, from which I am now quoting, in the Contempobaby 

Review, July 1894. 

t The Months July, 1894, p. 340. t Ibidem. 

§ If we do not know the right divisors or multipliers, it is not at all necessary that we 
should ; for as Father Lucas teaches us : “ The defenders of the Bible are not called 

upon — 80 far as the principles of logic are concerned— to establish this or that particular 
solution of the difficulty ; it is sullicient to point out that there may be a way out of 
it.** — ^The Month, June, 1894, p. 157. 
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issue, we interrogate our apologists as to the identity of the “ some 
one who blundered,” we are informed that in no case iSras it the 
Divine Author who vainly resorted to miracles in order to preserve 
His work from all admixture of human error. The text was tampered 
with by pragmatical persona ” only. True, He, too, speaks in the 
current phraseology of the day, more, Immano, to His creatures. Not 
that there was any intention to mislead. Absit omen. Besides we 
Catholics are absolutely guaranteed in that respect, seeing that we 
have an infallible Church to inform us where these more liumaiw 
locutions come in. It is true that this Church unanimously and 
emphatically taught that when God spoke of the sun standing st;ll 
upon Gibeon and the moon in the valley of Ajalon, He meant it liter- 
ally and not more humaiio, and it is equally true that this unanimous 
and erroneous teaching misled mankind for centuries, endangered the 
life of Galileo, and was first corrected by the very men who are 
denounced as heretics or infidels. But that, too, can be satisfactorily 
explained to all who have time to listen and docility to believe. 

But God Himself used numbers Orientally, says Father Clarke, and 
must indeed be expected to employ them thus. Doubtlessly Thomas 
Aquinas, had he been aware of the fact, would have shown that it 
could not be otherwise. And when lie speaks of thousands and tens of 
thousands, we must listen with pious scepticism, wondering in respectful 
silence how many figures we must knock oflF. “ All those seventies 
and forties cannot possibly be meant numerically.’^ Then they 
are errors ? No, not precisely errors, because not intended to mislead. 
That they did mislead mankind — the Church included — for thousands 
of years, and were first shown to bo wrong by Rationalists, does not 
affect the question. 

Now, in the language in which a spade is called a spade, state- 
ments which do not correspond with reality, which are calculated to 
mislead, and which have actually misled the world for hundreds of 
generations, are errors, pure and simple. If they are not called by 
this name in the works of our English apologists, it is because these 
theologians are debarred from speaking plainly by the Encyclical of 
the Pope. What I asserted, therefore, in my paper on that Encyclical 
is now admitted by all ray English adversaries — viz., that what we 
invariably term errors, if found in a book written by a mortal, are 
truths when met with in the Word of God. But, lest I should be 
suspected of exaggerating, or of attempting to foist upon my opponents 
a conclusion which, though the logical outcome of their own principles, 
they perhaps hesitate to draw, I may say at once that the organ of 
Catholic orthodoxy in England, the Tablet, has crossed its t’s, and 
formulated this proposition in language as lucid as the most formal 
lawyer could desire. God’s message, says the reverend writer, 
was : 
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“ Epistola omnipotentia Dei ad creaturam, and was to be interpreted by 
the context of the divine consciousness, and not by the context of the man’s 
finite and (as it might happen when he was not a sacred writer and a divine 
instrument) erring consciousness. It is marvellous, therefore, to find a 
correspondent last week writing as if the declarations of the sacred writer 
could be interpreted by any one, as if they proceeded from their human 
consciousness — as if vthcU would hare inrolml error, if spohen from a m&rehj 
human standpoint,- would im])!'/ it when sjwken out of the consciousness of 
God.”* 

Is it not a dreary and disheartening sight to behold, in the face ‘of 
these admissions, our Pope and our apologists, our prophet and our 
guides, wasting their time and their energies churning curds in the hope 
that they may turn them to cream ? Unless judicious concessions to 
truth are made while there is yet time, and made not by individuals 
who “ have no man’s, proxy,” but by the teaching Church and its 
visible Head, it is greatly to be feared that Catholicism, within which 
the tide of disintegration is already running high, will soon answer 
to the pessimistic description of humanity given by the Arabic 
poet :t 

“Its types of men are two : gifted the one with faith, 

Hut wholly lacking reason ; 

Jn judgment rich the other, wliose faith 
Has vanished into air.” 

The Author ok “The Policy ok the Poke.” 


The TahUt, May 12, 1894, p. 723. 
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POSSIBLE DEVELOPMENTS IN NAVAL 
ARMAMENT. 


rPHERE are few subjects luore frequently thought and spoken of 
X at the present day than our Navy, its duties, and its ability to- 
discharge them. And yet there are few on which expert opinion 
has (until quite recently) been so much divided, or on which the ideas 
of the general public are still so confused and imperfect. That the 
ideas of those who do not make it a special study to follow the rapid 
development of an abstruse and technical subject should be confused 
and imperfect, is not surprising; that experts should have been 
divided in opinion is still less surprising, if we remember the magni- 
tude and complexity of the questions requiring solution. It is after 
all not very long since the contest between gun and armour first 
began, and although its issue was never doubtful, still the result was. 
long, and may yet be to some extent considered as indefinite ; and it 
is only quite recently that any general consensus of opinion has been 
attained as to the relative values of the gun, the ram, and the torpedo. 
Of late years it has become tolerably clear — thanks in great measure 
to the manoeuvres of our own and foreign navies, and in some degree 
also to deplorable accidents — that the ram exposes the assailant to 
great risk, though it is the most deadly of all weapons when success- 
fully used; and that the torpedo is too short in its range, too difiicult 
to aim from underwater tubes, and too dangerous to the users if used 
in battle above the water-line, to bo more than a subsidiary weapon. 
However deadly the ram or torpedo may be against an enemy already 
crippled, however great the chances which may be offered to either . 
weapon in a melk^ it seems to be clear that for the general purposes 
of battle the gun is still the master weapon. Nor is this result 
greatly altered if we consider the three weapons as distributed each to 
its own special graft instead of being combined in one ship. The 
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‘‘ handy ram” recently advocated in the press might occasionally seize 
an opportunity in the chances of a general engagement, and might 
find her role in destroying disabled enemies ; but for most purposes 
she would be so handicapped by her want of guns as to be rather a 
source of anxiety than an assistance to her own fleet. The torpedo 
craft, however formidable at night or in fog and in smooth water, is 
either at a disadvantage in a seaway, or must be made so big as to 
lose all the distinctive merits of her class. It must be added that, 
if the performances of the Almivcuite hfucli are to be taken as a 
criterion, the danger of torpedo attack to an alert and well-armed ship 
wpuld appear to be somewhat over-estimated. 

But as soon as it is decided that the gun is to be the main weapon, 
the problem before the naval architect and naval tactician is greatly 
simplified. The chief aim of both must be to secure a concentrated 
and sustained fire at effective ranges, and especially at close quarters; 
to this end all manoeuvres must be directed, and for this purpose all 
battleships and cruisers must be primarily designed. In order to 
concentrate fire the guns, or as large a proportion of them as possible, 
must be capable of being trained upon a common mark; in order to 
sustain the fire the crews and necessary mechanism of the guns must 
be protected in some way, either by armour, by fire-power, or by a 
combination of both ; and in order to take advantage of effective 
ranges, and still more to prevail at close quarters, the fire must be 
quick. 

These principles were admirably realised in the great fleet recently 
built under the Naval Defence Act. Naturally the ships have found 
their severest critics in this country ; but the value of the criticisms 
is shown by the fact that since they were designed every ship built 
either for Great Britain or for foreign Powers has more or less con- 
formed to the samo type ; even the Drench designers have given up 
in their latest designs their former plan of gun stations, and have 
adopted one very slightly differing from that of the llojjul Smxrck/u. 
In this type ample protection is furnished for the mechanism an^ 
crews of the “primary” a,rmament of 13^" or 10" guns, while the 
requisite quickness and volume of fire is provided by a heavy “ inter- 
mediate” or “secondary” armament of 0" or 4" quick-firing guns, 
the crews of which are prcPtected partly by armour but mainly by the 
fire-power of their ship. 

From this brief statement of the merits of the type, its defects are 
obvious at a glance. The primary armament is after all the main 
weapon of the ship, and its fire is still slow notwithstanding a notable 
improvement within the past two years. The secondary armament 
consequently assumes an undue importance, but the guns and their 
crews appear insufficiently protected for the serious work expected 
of them. Let us examine these two points with some care. 
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The rate of fire of the primary armament of the Royal Sovereign is 
said to be one shot per gun in every two minutes. Since she was 
built improvements have been introduced by the great Elswick firm 
which in newer ships will increase the rate to two shots per gun in 
every three minutes. Now, supposing the fieet-speed of a homogeneous 
fleet in battle to be fifteen knots and the effective range to be 2000 
yards and under, it follows that when two opposing fleets meet each 
other, each moving at this speed in opposite directions, they will be 
within effective range for two minutes or so only ; and consequently 
that at the critical moment of an action only one, or at the most Wo, 
shots per gun can be delivered. And yet it is by these shots alone 
that the telling blows which will effectually disable an armoured ship 
can be given ; no ‘amount of “ peppering with 4/' or G" guns 
can rival the decisive effect of a single shot in a vital spot from a 12" 
or 13" gun, however great the damage which it may do to upper 
works and unarmoured ends. 

This difficulty has hitherto been met to a certain extent by the 
practice of mounting the primary armament in couples; a plan which 
obviously doubles the weight of the guns, to say nothing of the 
fittings and armour, and is one great recason why sucli huge dimensions 
are required in modern battleships. And the mere increase in the 
size of the ship is not the only inconvenience. It is clear that 
the greater the weight of guns and armour, the less the height above 
the water-line at which it can be carried without imperilling the 
stability of the ship; and yet the demand in the service is continually 
to increase the height at which the guns are mounted. And for this 
demand there are two very sufficient reasons : a ship with her guns high 
above the water can work them in a running sea which would render 
them useless if mounted lower ; and a gun mounted at some height 
is needed even at close ejuarters in order to attack deck armour. 

The crews working the heavy guns are at present well protected, 
but this is very far from being the case with the secondary armament. 
;L’he crews of the 4" or G" guns are protected at most by a steel 
casemate immediately surrounding the gun, but in the majority of 
instances merely by a small steel shield. For the men at work about 
the decks there is no protection whatever; the sole protection for them 
and the main protection for the crews of the guns is found in the fire- 
power of the ship. In fact, the principle adopted is that expressed 
in the pithy words attributed to Lord Charles Beresford : We don’t 
want to tell an enemy ‘ you can’t hurt us ’ ; we want to be able to 
tell him ‘ we can hurt you.^ ” 

Now this principle is sound beyond all question, but, like all other 
sound principles, it may be pressed too far. It is when thus pressed 
exactly the principle of Grant’s military arithmetic, which at Cold 
Harbour cost him the battle and a third of his army, and in any 
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other circumstances would have cost him the other two-thirds and the 
Union cause as well. And if a ship with her crowded decks as little 
protected as they are in our present style of building were pitted 
against an antagonist somewhat inferior in armament but better 
protected, it is suggested that the result would not be greatly 
different from that of hurling Grant’s men against Lee’s earthworks. 
Even if the two ships were fairly equal in protection, the first chance 
advantage would destroy the balance ; and then it would be hopeless 
to expect a well-sustained and effective fire from crews working in the 
midst of a human shambles and choked with the fumes of bursting 
shells. Yet it is precisely upon this well-sustained and effective fire 
from the secondary armament that a great part of the fighting 
efficiency of the ship depends. 

In order to meet this difficulty the armour protection for the 
secondary armament has been increased in the most recent designs, 
but it cannot be said that the result is very different : indeed, in the 
most recently published French designs the protection seems to be 
just enough, and not more than enough, to make even moderate-sized 
shells unfailingly burst inboard. And there can be little doubt that 
really eflicient armour protection for the secondary armament would 
be so weighty as greatly to affect the qualities of the ship in other 
respects, and therefore that the true solution is not to be found in 
piling steel on the ship’s sides. 

In battles on land soldiers ai’e exposed to heavy fire ; they cannot 
have armour, and accordingly they seek other shelter either in the 
objects around them or in the rifle-pit or shelter-trench according to 
circumstances. It is difficult to see why like causes should not 
produce like effects at sea. Sailors exposed to far heavier fire and 
unable to deploy into extended order certainly need shelter just as 
much as soldiers ; they cannot be sheltered behind earth, but they 
may be behind water. In other words, they may be withdrawn to 
the armour or platform deck, where they will be protected by the 
belt-armour and bunkers, just as the soldier is protected by his trencb 
or breastwork. 

The objection will at once be raised that this means teaching the 
men to skulk ; but the objegtion seems not to bear examination. It 
is not commonly supposed that there was much skulking at St. Privat 
or at Plevna ; and it is not easy to see why the withdrawal of the 
gunners of the secondary armament should teach the men generally 
to skulk, any more than enclosing the gunners of the primary arma- 
ment in fi^n iron box. It is not requisite that the ship’s company 
should be wholly withdrawn from the upper works ; all that is required 
is that the effective fire of the secondary armament shall be less 
liable than it now is to bo crippled by the destruction of its crews. 

But if the crews are withdrawn behind the belt armour, the guns 



:\78 THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 

must remain where they are. No form of disappearing carriage has 
yet been invented that can give the requisite length of vertical travel ; 
and if it had been, it would necessitate a considerable weight of 
armour to protect its long bearers while the gun was in the firing 
position. Besides the great length of modern guns — 40 calibres and 
upwards — is an insuperable obstacle to the use of disappearing 
carriages at sea. Therefore if the crews are withdrawn, the guns 
must work without them; that is to say, they must be fitted with 
gear which shall be automatic, or at least self-regulating. They can 
then be laid from any convenient distance, and the work of the crews 
on the armour or platform deck will be confined to feeding the ammu- 
nition lift. 

This is by no means so impossible as it appears at first sight. 
The recoil force of any gun is far more than sufficient to work the 
gun if properly employed ; in all patterns of quick-firing guns it is 
stored by means of helical steel springs, and thus is utilised to return 
the gun instantly to the firing point ; and it is also utilised by the 
Klswick firm to open and close the breech. So far automatic gear 
has already got beyond the experimental stage ; what is now required 
is some simple and handy arrangement which shall instantly bring 
the charge to the loading position when required, and not before, and 
as quickly run it home, and yet shall permit the training and elevating 
to be absolutely continuous, so that the aim may be kept steadily on 
the mark without reference to the working of the gear. In this way 
any desirable rate and great precision of fire could be assured ; the 
main difilculty would appear to be in making the gear simple, and 
not liable to got out of order, and in keeping it effectually sheltered 
behind shields no larger than those now in use. The problem is 
serious, but with the example of Maxim before them, engineers will 
hardly regard it as insoluble. 

But this reasoning is not confined to the secondary armament. 
Already the helical springs and automatic breech gear are in use for 
the 8" and 10" guns, and it is proposed to apply them to the new 12" 
wire gun. In fact, the difference between the mountings of the primary 
and secondary armament is already one of size and not of 
principle, and any automatic gear which could be used for a 0" gun 
could without difficulty be adapted to the 12" gun. And thus the 
grave defect of the primary armament could be remedied, and the 
same advantage could be conferred on the ship by the use of auto- 
matic gear as is conferred on the soldier by the magazine rifle. It 
is not suggested tiiat a J 2" automatic gun would ever be used pour 
lancer unc dc fer like the Maxim ; but it is suggested that 

it would confer precisely that reserve of fire^power at the critical 
instant which is the greatest want of our ships at present. If this 
want were supplied there would be no- longer any need of coupling 
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the guns ; the crew might be removed to the platform deck, and thus 
the need of armoured loading stations raised far abovp the water-line 
might be avoided ; and the weight of the secondary armament might 
be lessened as the rate of fire of the primary armament was increased. 

Thus by the use of gear of a fairly uniform type — ^in itself no 
small advantage — the present defects would be remedied. A great 
increase in the fighting power of the ship might be combined with a 
great saving in weight both of guns and armour ; and this saving 
would enable the guns to be carried at a higher level in a smaller 
ship. In fact it seems. hardly too much to say that if a Centurion with 
her 10,500 tons displacement were re-armed with two 12'' and four 6" 
automatic guns with their crews well sheltered by her belt armour, 
she would bo a match for the Majestic as at present designed and 
armed, notwithstanding her four 12" and twelve O" guns and her 
14', 900 tons displacement. 

These suggestions have within the writer’s own knowledge been 
worked out into a detailed scheme, which has met with approval 
from practical men of great experience ; and, whatever may be the 
ultimate fate of that particular scheme, he believes that in some 
shape or other they will speedily be realised. 


JiMES Eastwick. 



IF CHRIST CAME TO CHICAGO.” 


N O injustice can be done in classing this work with the literature 
of sensation. So much its very title announces. By most of 
its readers it will have been bought, not with a view to social instruc- 
tion or edification, but as a spicy revelation of the scandals of Chicago. 
Sensationalism may be a legitimate line, but it is not favourable to 
matter-of-fact statement or strict justice. If Chicago becomes its 
theme and is portrayed to the world as a Sodom, honeycombed by 
the most loathsome vice, she cannot be expected to forget that when 
a sensational journal some time ago filled English society with most 
hideous suspicions, and proof of the facts was demanded, no proof 
was forthcoming, but a case manufactured for the purpose by means 
which brought it under the cognisance of public justice. It is impos- 
sible to think that the effect upon Nineveh was in every respect 
what the preacher desired. 

The title, we cannot help thinking, is likely to place the reader at 
a false point of view. If Jesus of Nazareth did come to Chicago, He 
would see what never presented itself to His eyes, or, so far as we 
know, to His thoughts. The scenes of 11 is preaching were the lake- 
shores and hillsides, amid the oleanders and the lilies of llis paternal 
Galilee. Commercial life and civilisation never came into His field 
of view. If He saw Tyre and Sidon, the sight left no impression on 
His mind. At Jerusalem His attention was confined to the Temple, 
the magnificent buildings of which He seems, as Henan says, to have 
regarded with little favour. The society in which He moved was a 
society of peasants, apparently poor and suffering, with many sick, 
and, when it followed its teacher to the hillside, beholden to Him for 
a little bread. Wealth He beheld apparently only on its evil side, 
and His picture of it and of its relation to poverty in the parable of 
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Dives and Lazarus is an abstraction. Of politics, of which a visitor 
to an American city sees and hears so much, He saw and heard 
nothing. With the struggles of factions at Jerusalem He came into 
contact as a martyr to the tribal and religious bigotry of one of 
them ; otherwise, nothing met His eye but the* autocracy of a Koman 
governor. It is difficult, therefore, if you go beyond the most general 
rules of ethics, for a censor of Chicago accurately to represent Christ 
as judge, while in the attempt he may sometimes be led to forget his 
own human limitations. We cannot be surprised that the fashionable 
ladies of Chicago should have taken fire when the epithet “ disreput- 
able was applied to them, or that their wrath should have been 
imperfectly appeased by the explanation that the term was used in 
an esoteric sense, and meant only that, viewed from the height of 
superior morality, they were sunk below the worst harlot by their 
selfish neglect to use their means for doing good, “ though they might 
refrain from publicly advertising their lost chastity.” 

Mr. Stead’s eye, ranging over the mighty city, with its vast variety 
of public buildings, homes, and warehouses, and its fleet upon the 
lake, with the multitudinous and varied life which they denote, fixes 
upon the refuges for tramps and the brothels. Of tramps no doubt 
he saw plenty, if he was at Chicago during the time of the World’s 
Fair, which drew together and afterwards discharged much of the 
wandering population of the continent. For giving us a minute and 
graphic picture of brothel life the reformer had, we doubt not, some 
good object in view. But brothel life in Chicago seems to be pretty 
much what it must be in any other city where the license system 
does not prevail. In London or Liverpool, to which commerce brings a 
motley crowd, you will be pretty sure to find a counterpart. What prac- 
tically prevails at Chicago seems to be a system of corrupt connivance 
between which and London street-walking it might be difficult to 
choose. In all places alike the hideous life of these helpless women 
is probably redeemed by much the same measure of wild-flower good- 
ness, and lends itself to pathetic treatment in the same degree. Mr. 
Stead does not propose any specific solution of a problem which weighs 
everywhere on the heart of humanity. The one thing which is clearly 
practicable seems to be to keep the temptation as much as possible 
out of public sight, which is not done by the London system. 

Under the attractive heading of “ The Chicago Trinity,” Mr. Stead 
has a long homily against .millionaires. There is some injustice in 
the use of the sweeping name. Mr. Brassey plans and carries out 
by his skill, courage, and energy, and by the confidence which his 
character inspires, a series of enterprises beneficial to civilisation and 
fruitful of good wages to myriads of workmen, himself receiving upon 
the Qutlay as the return for his labour and risk an average profit of 
5 per cent. Is he to be coupled with a stock-jobber and wrecker like 



;^>82 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


3b,j Gould because the result in both cases is accumulation of wealth ? 

Millionaires,” says Mr. Stead, are some of the images into which 
society has modelled human clay out of the semblance of Christ. 
They are specialists whose whole existence is devoted to one purpose, 
and that the acquisitioi^ and the accumulation of gold/^ But of the three 
men named by him as examples of the class, the existence was devoted, 
* by his own account, not merely, like that of Jay Gould, to the acqui- 
sition and accumulation of gold, but to the building up of business 
establishments which, he has to admit, have been in each case most 
useful to the community. Mr. Marshal Field he numbers among 
those ‘‘ who loom up before the eyes of their fellow-men because they 
have succeeded in ascending a pyramid largely composed of human 
bones.” Surely this is a rhetorical expression for the career of a 
man who, as Mr. Stead confesses, “ has produced a retail establish- 
ment which is the perfection of human capacity devoted to the facility 
of distribution ” ; of which the management is far in advance of 
most dry-goods stores in Chicago or elsewhere ; which gives employ- 
ment to 3000 men and women ; and in which merit is readily 
recognised and promotion comes rapidly to the deserving, while 
there is no using up of extreme youth nor cruel stinting of girls’ 
wages.” This pyramid surely is not wholly made up of human bones. 
The same maybe said, muUUis mutandis, oi the other two millionaires, 
as their careers are described by Mr. Stead. All three are allowed 
to have been extremely munificent, and Mr. Pullman has founded a 
model town. For what, then, are they all arraigned, and why, to 
use Mr. Stead’s phrase, will not these men of many talents be able 
to show a good account of their stewardship when Christ comes to 
Chicago ? Because, it seems, being upright and inflexibly honest, 
they do not make those virtues felt in the City Hall. Because while 
the oity is suflEering from the want of qualities which they possess in 
superabundance, they confine themselves to the management of their 
own business and take no part in municipal politics, for which pro- 
bably they have neither aptitude nor time to spare. On this account 
they are compared to those detested regraters in famine times, who 
stored millions of quarters of wheat in. their granaries, and watched 
the people perish of sheer starvation at their gates, waiting callously 
till wheat reached its highest point.” They are pronounced even 
worse than those monsters. Did Christ deal out His judgments in 
this style ? 

Not only are the millionaires overwhelmed with denunciations, but 
the democracy is instigated to rise and strip them of their wealth. Mr. 
Stead looks forward with evident exultation to seeing Demos treat them 
as the cottager treats his bees. It does not occur to him, or probably 
to Demos, that these bees, their hive once taken, will make honey no 
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more, while the three thousand people employed in Mr. Field’s store 
and the population of Mr. Pullman’s model town will lose their bread. 

That there are millionaires who have made their money in a very 
bad way and are social nuisances and scandals, nobody doubts ; say 
what you will against them, though the less you indulge in pulpit 
rhetoric the more efiEective your denunciation is likely to be. A 
period of rapid development and vast commercial enterprise is sure 
to be one of colossal gains and losses, i^erhaps when things have 
settled down the era of these huge fortunes will pass away. But let 
us not confound the good with the evil, and tell a man who has 
grown rich by honest trade, doing good to the community at the 
same time, that he is standing on a pile of human bones. 

On the average, great fortunes in America have probably done 
more good and less harm than might have been expected. They have 
undertaken enterprises which could not otherwise have been under- 
taken, and tried experiments which could not otherwise have been 
tried. The luxury and display of their owners ai*o limited by the 
conditions of democratic society, which among other things preclude 
large establishments of servants such as are kept by the magnates of 
Europe, since in America one domestic will not take orders from 
another. Besides, men who have made their own fortunes commonly 
retain the simplicity of their early habits of life. The worst sin of the 
millionaires as a class probably has been the corruption of politicians 
in the interest of railways or other commercial concerns, and even 
here they have acted largely on the defensive. In politics they take 
little part, desiring only to be let alone. The worst of them is that they 
die and leave their wealth to idle and worthless sons. We give up 
the jemesse doree of the great American cities without reserve to 
Mr. Stead’s apostolic severity ; though we cannot go so far as to say 
with him of men convicted of no actual crime that ‘‘ any well-regulated 
community would be justified in sinking them in the nearest bog till 
the breath had left their bodies.” 

A ‘‘favourite pastime” of the millionaires, Mr. Stead says, is 
founding universities. It is a pastime not easily distinguished from 
the exhibition of public spirit and munificence. But Mr. Stead has 
found two cases in which professors were dismissed at the instance of 
plutocratic trustees for telling unwelcome social truths, and general- 
ising from these he infers a general tendency of millionaires to 
silence the academical oracles which, as the press is already in a state 
of “ servile subjugation,” would destroy the only “ fresh green spot in 
an arid waste of sand.’^ The writer of this article happens to be con- 
nected with a university founded by a millionaire self-raised from the 
ranks of labour, who on coming into possession of his wealth went 
at once to a man of intellectual eminence and asked him how the 
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wealth could best be used for the public good. This millionaire 
never, so far as the writer knows, interfered with the social teaching. 
The danger of plutocratic interference with the teaching of Harvard, 
Yale, Princeton, or any other great American university, may pretty 
safely be said to be small. A professor who should advise his class to 
take rich men to the nearest bog and sink them till the breath had 
left their bodies would be amenable to university discipline apart 
from plutocratic interference. 

It is in this connection that Mr. Stead goes on to charge the rich 
with the i)ractice of assassination. I have been assured,” he says, 
“ that the predatory rich do not shrink from using the sandbag and 
the revolver — though, of course, by dcputies.^^ If this accusation 
rests upon mere hearsay, surely it had better been withheld. 

General comparisons between the characters of nations are pre- 
carious. But the writer’s personal belief is that, though in America 
making money is the great game and the general object of ambition, 
the worship of money is not more intense there than it is elsewhere. 
What the American makes eagerly he spends freely. It is doubtful 
whether Americans marry for money more often than the British 
aristocracy, the superiority of which to American plutocracy to Mr. 
Stead seems clear. This remark might be confirmed by a case from 
the social history of Chicago if regard for personal feeling would 
permit. Distinction of any kind, or the notoriety which is taken for 
distinction, is, W'e should say, not less coveted than wealth. Rich 
Americans are sadly apt to lapse into flunkey ism when brought into 
contact with British aristocracy. But the mass of the people are 
preserved from the idolatry of rank by the absence of the idol. 

All that Mr. Stead says about the municipal corruption of Chicago 
we are thoroughly prepared to believe, though caution is inspired by 
the picturesque vivacity of his, language and by his singular fancy 
that the city council is the true church and the real centre of religious 
life. But this is the common story of municipal government by 
popular election; and the remedy proposed by Mr. Stead, that of 
abolishing the mayor’s veto, so as to make the system thoroughly demo- 
cratic, would, we apprehend, only aggravate the disease. ...A huge 
constituency, the members of which are total strangers to each other, 
cannot act as a united body in elections ; it inevitably falls into the 
hands of the ward politician. There are spasms of reform when the 
state of things becomes intolerably bad, as it did in Xew York under 
Tweed ; and here and there a city is lucky enough to fall, as Detroit 
has fallen, for a time at least, into good hands. Other cities have 
improved by a process the opposite of that which seems to commend 
itself to Mr. Stead, making the government not more but less demo- 
cratic, by placing the administrative part of it in the hands of official 
experts or standing commissions. But the only city on the continent 
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permanently assured of good government is Washington, which is 
under three Commissioners appointed by the President of the XJnited 
States. Exhortations to good citizens to exert themselves and improve 
the Elections have been lavished to satiety, l^ut the good citizen 
who enters the lists against the ward politician finds himself an 
umateur and an interloper contending with a professional master of the 
field. Under the system of universal suffrage you may poll four-fifths 
of the tax-paying property of a city for a reform candidate, and be beaten 
by the votes of the remaining fifth, which would be drawn out to defeat 
a swell.” The assessment dodging on the part of the rich which 
Mr. Stead most justly denounces, is susceptible of a sinister palliation 
as the evil resource of property defending itself against mob taxation. 
If the full amount of taxes. legally due were paid it might only be 
•squandered by incompetence or devoured by corruption. It is in the 
cities, let it be remembered, that the evil has its seat : in the small 
towns and rural districts all goes on pretty well. 

Of the political corruption it is possible to form an exaggerated 
notion, not perhaps as regards Chicago or Illinois, but as regards the 
better States and the Federal Government. The public service of the 
Federal Government we believe to be pure. Nor do we believe that 
there are many members of Congress who would take a bribe, though 
there are many at Washington as there are in all the parliaments who 
will vote against their conscience under the pressure of powerful 
interests. But corruption as well as unconscientious voting is insepa- 
rable from the demagogic and party system of government. Out of 
that system the world, if it wants purity in politics, will have to find 
a way. Corruption is Protean in its forms. The British practice of 
nursing a constituency ” by donatiops and subscriptions between 
elections is not less bribery than payment for votes at the time of the 
election. Nor does either of them rival in magnitude or in perni- 
cious effects the bribery of the demagogue who has learned, like 
Athenian demagogues of old, to buy the votes of the people with 
largesses of other men^s money. 

Recklessness of life, evinced by running railway trains through 
thoroughfares, is another thing which Mr. Stead thinks would shock 
Christ if He came to Chicago. There is ground for the charge, and 
it may be extended from democratic America to monarchical Canada. 
Things in the New World are still in some respects in the rough. 
Recklessness of life is curiously coupled with humanity. A friend of 
the writer many years ago was blown up in a steamer on the Missis- 
sippi. There was no inquiry, though the captain had done it before, 
but the sufferers were treated with the utmost kindness by the people 
on the banks. In these respects there has been a great improvement 
even in the last quarter of a century. Travelling on such a' line as 
the New York Central is not less safe than it is swift and luxurious. 

VOL. LXVI. 2 C 
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Allowance must be made in all things for the want of iinish attendant 
on the extraordinarily rapid expansion. 

Nothing is more agreeable to a large class of readers than a fling 
at the Churches as whited sepulchres put to shame by the genuine 
and unpharisaic goodness of the rowdy and the prostitute. Mr. Stead 
does not neglect this source of literary popularity. But when he 
reminds us that the Christian Church has raised temples to Mary 
Magdalene, he should himself remember that the Church honours, not 
the harlot, but the penitent and the saint, fie would apparently 
propose to bring back the Churches to real Christianity by turning 
them into fraternities for the relief of the poor. But if he will ask 
those who have given most attention to the subject of charity he will 
find, we believe, that they regard with misgiving the connection of 
almsgiving with religion. As in the Middle Ages beggars went 
round from monastery to monastery, beggars now go round from 
church to church, and thereby mendicity is fostered. A case might 
be named in which the lavish almsgiving of a very rich congregation 
was followed, according to the testimony of a competent and friendly 
witness, by a wide spread of pauperism. 1'he position of a Church in 
a Christian nation amidst relief agencies, hospitals, and benevolei^t 
organisations of all kinds bears little resemblance to that of the 
primitive brotherhood living in social isolation under the heathen 
empire. Nor can we agree with Mr. Stead that the Church would 
improve by identification with the trade-union. Mr. Bowdorly, it 
seems, did Christ and the Apostles the honour to speak of them as 
“ the great Master Mechanic and llis immortal twelve walking dele- 
gates.’’ But the Gospel does not tally with this description. Is 
revealed Christianity true or is it not ? If it is, the functions of a 
Church are Christian communion, teaching, and worship. If it is 
false, let not the Churches be kept in existence as relief associations 
of an equivocal kind, as donkey-engines to the trade-union, or as 
targets for the moral satirist. Let them be abolished, and let the 
city council be recognised, in accordance with Mr. Stead’s theory, as 
the true Church. 

We are ready to go any length with Mr. Stead in denunciation of 
gambling at Chicago or elsewhere. Chicago, we can well believe, 
with all her roughs and toughs, her motley and unsettled population, 
and the atmosphere of excitement created by the speculative character 
of her staple trades, is one of the chief seats of the vice. But Christ 
need not go to Chicago to see gambling. Hear the London Daily 
Teleymph : 

Private roulette tables have become common in cultivated society, and 
are openly sold by fashionable furniture dealers. Both sexes assiduously 
cultivate the ‘ bucket shop,^ sometimes making money, but in too many 
instances making fearfully wry faces when they find that they have to settle 
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up their little difterences with their outside brokers. 'The ‘ play,’ has become 
emphatically ‘ the thing,’ although in a sense far different from that intended 
by the Prince of Denmark. Substantial business men find it irksome to 
make a railway journey of an hour and a quarter without producing a pack 
of cards and getting up a nice quiet game of whist ; and it can scarcely be 
sard that, in this year of grace 1894, there is a single section of society out- 
side the strictly religious classes who arc not in some form or another 
addicted to gambling. 'Fhe incitements thereto, goodness knows, are 
numerous and exciting cnougli, from gold mines in the Mountains of the 
Moon to tickets in t& German lotteries. Everybody is panting for the 
unearned increment ; werybody yearns to eat, dl^iuk, and be merry, to wear- 
fine clothes, and sparkle with jewels, to be bought with money for which no 
work has been done. There is gambling in the highest and gambling in 
the lowest of our couches societies'^ 

Hear also the correspondent of the Birmingham Mail : 

“ I read your paragraph on * Do women bet i ’ 1 should say that, instead 

of being 20 per cent., tliey are at the very least 40 per cent., if not in an 
actual majority. In this immediate district thert^ exists a system for 
collecting bets that beats creation. A bookmaker, who, by the way, is also 
a license holder, employs five or six men, w ho, T suppose, go under the name 
of clerks, each of whom has a round or district, and bvcrv day — that is, 
every racing day — those men call on their respt'ctive clients — women, of 
course, whose hushnnds are at work earning money to be thrown away. I 
know more than one case where everything that can be raked together to 
pawn for the purpose is tlone, and the winnings, when they have one, go to 
the bookmaker for a royal booze. 

“ What I should like to point out is the mischief a man who holds a 
license and is a bookmaker can do in a neighbourhood, lie not only incites 
to gambling, but also to drink. T myself have seen scores of women enter 
the house with pap(*rs, and of course they must have a drink before they 
leave. Perhaps the public wdll ask how it is done. The house in 
(luestion is so surrounded with touts that on the approach of a policeman 
the signal is given and the thing stopped till the coast is clear. This is no 
prejudiced view of the matter, but a real fact, which can be verified daily 
on a walk through this district by any one with his ejyes oi)en. It is surely 
time the law stoppeil in and said to the publican bookmaker, ‘ You shall 
have no license.’ ” 

There is work, then, for Christ at home. Mr, Stead is perfectly 
right in holding that racing is as much gambling as poker or 
roulette, though under pretence of breeding horses which, pret'er- 
naturally fast for a mile, in a week or perhaps in a day’s run would 
be beaten by an Indian pony. England has been converted by the- 
Turf into a vast gambling table, as any one who takes up a local 
newspaper may see. Many bet who know nothing of a horse and 
perhaps do not see the race. A greater moral curse has seldom fallen 
upon a nation. The infection spreads to the United States, to the 
British Colonies, ^nd every country over which British society has 
influence. Mr. Stead would be a real benefactor if he could get up a 
crusade against the Turf. 

It is hard upon a city to be represented by its sewers. This, 
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however, is the effect of Mr. Stead's picture of Chicago. No doubt 
Chicago has sewers, and possibly they may be fouler than those of 
Liverpool or of Hamburg. Handling the vast harvests of the prairie, 
the city shot up like a gourd. Men still living can remember her an 
Indian village. Her rapid expansion and the chances of wealth which 
she offered were sure to draw to her a swarm of hungry adventurers. 
“ Come on here, Tom ; this is the place for you ; I came here without 
a cent and now I have failed for a million.” There has been nothing 
to balance commercial appetites and character, ^he wheat trade is 
not poetical, hog-killing and pork-packing are still less so. In such 
a place wealth could hardly fail to put on its least refined and 
attractive form. Yet if Mr. Stead thinks that even in Chicago 
there are not people who care for other things besides wheat-selling 
and pork-packing, and have another god than the millionaire, we 
‘ can assure him from personal experience that there are. A great 
university is just being founded. Material foundations must be laid 
before the domes and towers of civilisation can rise. Venice and 
Florence no doubt had coarse beginnings. Chicago, Mr. Stead 
admits, has supplied the world with plenty of bread, by which man 
lives, though he lives not by bread alone. “ Within her borders,” 
he says, this day and every day a million and a half of human 
beings, at least one half of whom were born beyond the sea, contrive 
in some fashion or another to get three meals a day with varying 
degrees of punctuality.” Each of these human beings thus provided 
with the means of living has his chance of being good. If Chicago 
has not been refined herself, she has fed refinement elsewhere. The 
very existence of such a city with its vast machinery of commerce 
is proof of a vast amount of honest enterprise, genuine work, and 
fair payment for that work. It is proof that, corrupt as politics and 
municipal government may be, there is good faith as a rule between 
man and man. Go into that Babel, the (Ji’ain Exchange. You will 
see time bargains by scores made across the ring by mere word of 
mouth, with perfect confidence in their fulfilment on both sides. Nor 
can it be doubted that Chicago holds many thousands of virtuous and 
happy households. Tliat philanthropy and benevolence are at work 
Mr. Stead^s own pages show. He found the streets at night orderly 
and decent, more so than those of his own metropolis. Ho found a 
first-rate fire service, which, according to his theory, would be a 
branch of the Church. He must have observed the extent and pleasant- 
ness of the public grounds. If he looked into the pork* factory he 
would see pigs turned into sausages by a practice not only miraculously 
rapid but scrupulously humane. If he visited the World's Fair he 
would find “the management admirable, and all the officials as civil as 
they would be in a country which has an aristocracy to. .teach it 
manners. We will venture to add that he was quartered in an 



CHRIST CAME TO CHICAGO^ 


:;80 

excellent hotel with regular charges. Much of his indictment is no 
doubt true, but much is wanting to the completeness of his picture. 

Be Chicago what it may, however, in itself, it cannot be taken as 
a type of the American^ character or commonwealth. Mr. Stead 
himself gives us the statistics of its population, showing that the 
native Americans barely outnumber the naturalised aliens, while in 
the worst precinct more than a third of those set down as native 
Americans are negroes. He might probably add that of the native 
Americans a large proportion are children of aliens hardly yet 
assimilated though native-born. On the whole, it is surprising that 
the truly American element shouldihave been able so far to impress 
its self-governing and law-abiding character on the miscellaneous 
exodus of Europe. The wonder is the greater since Chicago has had 
the misfortune to be chosen as a place of settlement by the most 
dangerous and turbulent elements— the Communists, the Anarchists, 
and the Olan-na-Gael. Against these enemies of society the police 
appears to have done its duty. 

It is unfair, we must add, to take Chicago or any great city as a 
complete specimen of American life and character, or a trustworthy 
index of the probable destiny of the American commonwealth. In 
all the great cities there is a large alien population, Boston itself v 
being now full of Irish ; and it is in the great cities that the thirst 
of money, the vulgar luxury, the municipal corruption, and most of 
the special evils prevail. Let him who wants really to study the 
United States do what few ♦writers on the subject seem yet to have 
done. Let him spend a few years in a country town and in inter- 
course with its inhabitants and the farmers of its neighbourhood. lie 
will no longer regard Chicago or New York as an adequate measure 
of the habits of American people, or of the sinews and safeguards of 
the American commonwealth. 


COLmVTN S^^TH. 
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“ QJO you’ve really been to Greece?” said one undergraduate to 
another, as they settled themselves down in the express from 
Dover and began to fly through the blossoming fields of Kent. “ What 
a queer place to go to ! Did you get anything like a time ? ” 

‘‘ Well,” said Hutchinson, “ I suppose you wouldn’t call it much of a 
country. Good batliing in the -/Dgean, pretty fair climbing, but no 
fishing to speak of, and hardly any sport at all. The Duke of Sparta 
has some shooting in Elis, good enouglf for a foreigner, I daresay. 
But I saw no game, beyond a hare at Sunium and a few snipe on the 
Alpheus. Plenty of eagles of course : at Myca}nfo I saw a Greek 
blaze at one with an old muzzle-loader. He might as well have 
blazed at the sun. ’I'liere’s a talk of boars and wolves on Cithmron 
still, but I couldn’t get a sight of one. And the brigands are pretty 
nearly exterminated, so there’s really no shooting to be had for love 
or money. The native sport is to fire pistols at old temple columns 
at twelve paces.” 

‘‘ What a God-forsaken place! ” said Williams. 

‘‘ Yes,” said Hutchinson ; “ and yet I saw one or two queer things.” 

“ Ruins, and statues, and all that, I suppose ? ” 

“ Oh, any number of them,'' said Hutchinson. “ But one doesn’t 
seem to get much further with stones and bones, you know. They 
are like one’s grandmother’s love-scenes — pretty in their day, but no 
special concern of ours.’* 

“ That’s true,” said Williams ; but if you couldn’t shoot, and 
didn’t fool round after ruins, what was there. to do ? ” 

“ Oh, I pottered about on a pony,” s^id Hutchinson, ‘‘ and saw one 
or two queer things.” 

“ So you said before. But what were they ? ” 
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Well,” said Hutchinson, looking quietly at his friend, “ the 
queerest thing I saw was a god ” 

“ A vjhat ? 

“ A god,” he repeated. 

“ My dear fellow,” said Williams, “ I’d no idea you were as bad as 
this. Hadn’t I better stop the train and call your keeper ? ” 

“ Oh, I’m all right,” said Hutchinson laughing. “ Lots of people 
have seen a god before now, and there’s no reason why I shouldn’t see 
one, too, if he happens to be about.” 

“ Of course not,” said Williams, trying furtively to make out the 
polyglot directions for summoning the guard. And what did 
your — your god look like ? ” he added. 

“ Oh, he wasn’t much to look at, poor old boy,” said Hutchinson, 
but he was a rare old fellow to talk.” 

“ To be sure, he would be,*’ said Williams, letting the right hand 
window down. “ And what had he got to say for himself? ” 

Queer sort of stuff,” said Hutchinson, “ and I can’t remember it 
all. Jlesides, he wasn’t talking to me.” 

“ Somebody with you ? That must have been a comfort.” 

“ Yes,” said Hutchinson, a fellow named Gordon, I had met the 
evening before at a little town high up in the mountains in Arcadia. 

I took him for a don at first, because he was so detestably polite, 
and kept calling my pony a mule, and knew his way about Greece 
without a ‘ Baedeker.* W e slept in one room on a fairly clean rug, 
and he woke me at half-past four, and from the window I saw 
Erymauthus, a long range of square-topped mountains, just beginning 
to look grey with their snows against the sky of night. In Greece 
they save you a lot of time by net giving you anything to wash in. 
So, before five we were out in the dirty street with two little ponies and 
a guide. We were going to see a famous old temple, and the country 
round was certainly very beautiful. The stony track w^ent straight 
into the hills directly we left the little town, and we crossed two high 
passes, and made our way through uninhabited valleys, and round 
the heads of watercourses, and tlirough woods of a bushy kind of fir, 
and over stretches of green, covered with all manner of flowers and 
shrubs, where some early nightingales were trying to get their notes 
in tune, and hoopoes were flitting about like woodpeckers pretending 
to bo butterflies. After some three hours’ climbing we came to the 
top pf the highest spur from the central range, and there, just in 
front of us, two or three hundred yards down, we saw the grey 
columns of the temple itself. Nearly all are still standing, and I 
think even you would have thought them rather fine, all alone out 
there in the hills. We lay down on a lot of thyme and other plants 
close outside the temple, having a view of the sea in two places, on 
each side the Messenian promontory ; and, far away in the south. 
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the mountains of Taygetus, down by Sparta, ran up into sharp peaks 
like the Alps, covered with snow. The guide sat behind us with the 
ponies, and began playing with his string of beads — the only intel- 
lectual exercise of a modern Greek. Then , asked Gordon if he 
wouldn’t tell me something about the temple. 

“ ‘ I know nothing particular about it,’ he said ; ‘ not half so much 
as “ Baedeker.” ’ 

“ So I told him not to pretend to be a worse prig than heaven 
made him. And I thought I heard some one laugh behind us, but I 
could only see the Greek staring sleepily at his beads. 

“ ‘ Well,^ said Gordon, Hhe temple was built as a thank-offering 
to Apollo the Giver of Health, and was designed by the same archi- 
tect as the temple of Apollo’s sister at Athens. It stands on the 
site of an old shrine of Pan, who, of course, was worshipped in all 
this pastoral district.’ 

*• ‘ Yes/ I said, ‘ but I want to know who Pan really was^ and why 
one god could drive out the worship of another ; and what the 
priests thought of their god, and how they served him, out on the 
mountains here ’ 

‘ I’m sorry,’ said Gordon, ‘ but I know nothing about the priests, 
and next to nothing about J^an. Only, it doesn’t seem strange that 
a half-brutish conception like him — the rude god of an innocent but 
distinctly provincial Arcadia — should be superseded by the worship* 
of Apollo in his purest and kindliest form — the Destroyer turned to 
Jfealer, the scorching fire tempered and diffused into the genial light 
of such a morning as this. He is indeed the god of my idolatry* 
It is his priest that I would always be.’ 

“ ‘ Bless my soul ! ’ I said, looking round at him, and seeing that 
his eyes were fixed on the distance. 

‘ Even now,’ he went on ; ^ in such a place as this, one may be- 
conscious of a sense of healing, of purification, in the cool air and 
the freshness of- the mountains. The current of life again runs* 
clear, and the power of the eye is restored. The mind itself is per- 
vaded with a purity as of sunrise. The human passions then appear 
to it gross and almost inconceivable, like the grotesque monsters of 
creation’s early slime. It is not to be believed that they should 
dominate or allure a thing so fine and shapely as the spirit 'has then 
become. Envy, ambition, and desire then appear to us ridiculous,, 
distorted, and in the truest sense obscene. Guided by an increasing 
discernment, the soul becomes rigorous in selection of her proper 
food, and rejects all that is unclean, or tainted with commonplace, or 
spoilt by superfluity. It is no drug which is thus given by the- 
god ; for the gift is health itself, and health needs^ no healing. To* 
his service the soul willingly bows, that in it she may attain to free- 
dom. Therefore she lays on herself the limits which are the doors 
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into space, and girding herself with restraints, she hastens to the 
fruition of the brief but high rewards which open upon her rigorous 
course. At every step her delicacy^ of choice increases; her demand 
for purity and decorous beauty becomes more exacting. But at 
every step also her frame becomes more tightly strung, and her pur- 
pose more strenuous. Then in the heart is built up, stone by stone, 
a temple such as this, fit house for a male god, a home of grave 
liberty, such as springs from laws self-imposed and self-justified. 
That is the Apollo whose priest I would be, here on the site of his 
ancient shrine. You see how stern the country is for all its beauty, 
how manlike in contrast with the feminine rapture of such lands as 
Italy. I would have myself of a nature to match this land.’ 

“ ‘ What’s all that ? ’ I said, for I was getting rather sleepy, and 
only caught a few more sentences here and there. 

“ ‘ Our old master,’ he went on, ‘ used to say, Not what I have, 
but what I do is my kingdom.” But now we have taken one further 
step towards our redemption from vulgarity. Not what we have, nor 
what we do, but what we are — that is our kingdom now. And what 
we are depends upon a long series of choice — those brief but eternal 
acts of choice — self-imposed limits which are the assurance of man’s 
strength and of his ultimate spiritual emancipation.’ 

‘'After that, his voice Vas mixed up with the bees and the calling 
of birds, and all the other quiet noises of a calm day, and they were 
united in my head into a kind of orchestra played by fairies, only 
that now and then I seemed to hear a low clear note of a flute coming 
nearer and nearer'. And after a time I was slowly awakened by a 
vague feeling that wc were not alone. So at last I looked round to 
where Gordon had been sitting, rather behind me on the right, and 
between me and him 1 saw the great hind-quarters of some dark and 
shaggy beast. 

“ ‘ Talk about the Father of the Goats, indeed ! ’ I thought, and, 
drawing my gun towards me without moving a leaf, I raised myself 
on my elbows till, iucli by inch, I exposed his hairy side. The whole 
thing seemed queer, of course, but I w^as too excited to think, and 
was on the point of jumping up to bring him down as he ran clear, 
when I heard a deep, low voice, with a kind of laugh in it, speaking. 

“ ‘ I’m afraid, sir,’ it said, ‘ you >vouldn*t approve of me, for it’s 
hard to find any limit on my poor old body.’ 

“ Down went my gun. No doubt you'll think me a fool to lose a 
chance of bagging a god. I might have had his skin to show you^ 
done up in my rugs; and have hung his head in the College Hall, 
stuffed.” 

“ My dear fellow,” said Williams, “ for Heaven’s sake, don’t talk 
rot ! Here’s Canterbury. The cathedral doesn’t look half bad, does 
it ? Perhaps somebody’ll get in.” 
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“ No/* said Hutchinson, ‘‘ this train doesn’t stop anywhere, and as 
I was saying, I didn^t fire. To shoot a beast that could talk seemed 
too much like firing on a mob. * He was stretched on the ground 
deej) in flowers, with his head propped between his hands. Ilis face 
was like the bust of Socrates in old J >onsor*s room at school ; and 
there was the queerest look of amusement on it, mixed with a 
kind of melancholy too, as though he were a little tired with all he 
had seen. The Greek had disappeared. Gordon was talking as 
though nothing unusual had happened. For myself, I felt like 
Balaam/* 

“ Hope you heard as much sense,” growled AVilliams. 

“Well, I am not sure,” said Hutchinson.” ‘Even if you don’t 
approve of me,’ the god went on, ‘ it’s a comfort to see you’re not 
frightened.’ 

“‘We moderns/ said Gordon, ‘are never frightened — only 
infinitely curious.’ 

“ ‘ Infinite is a dangerous word, you know/ said the god. ‘But 
my poor mother wasn’t at all modern, for when 1 was born, she ran 
away at sight of me, and my supposed father had to get a rabbit’s 
skin to wrap his baby in, and carry me up to the gods, who at once 
began that sad habit of making puns on i^iy name. But that has 
always been the way with mo ; a terror one moment, a joke the 
next, I am like the People’s \'ote.’ 

“ ‘ Your presence was better than a vote in battle,’ said (jlordon. 

“ ‘Ah, sir,’ said the god with a modest sigh, ‘ that’s a very long 
time ago.’ 

“ ‘ Forgive my s;:ying so,’ said Gordon after a pause, ‘ but it’s very 
strange to find you still alive. AVe have been told so very often of 
your death, both by fishermen and i)oets.* 

“ ‘ Yes,’ said the god, smiling. ‘ I’m afraid it was a wicked story 
of mine — that voice of lamentation heard over the evening sea 
round Paxos. You see, it is better to give up certain things 
than wait till they give you np. At least, I’ve heard lovers say it 
is so with love. And may not it be the same with life ? ’ 

“ ‘ lie that loseth his life shall find it,’ said Goidon. 

“ ‘ It’s a true saying,’ said the god. ‘ ^riiink of poor old Zeus — a 
deity of some real importance in his day. Ihit when his old way 
of life began to moulder, he clung to it with such brutal avidity 
that he was rotten long before he was buritd, and is now only 
remembered by jokes on his domestic relations, as a kind of Henry 
VIII. who by a boyish mistake had rendered his first wife im- 
mortal.’ 

“ ‘ Good Heavens ! ’ said Gordon, ‘ what do you know of Henry 
VIII. ? ’ 

“ ‘ Ah, sir,’ said the god sadly, ‘ I see that, like the rest, you 
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always forget I am still alive. And do you suppose I have slept all 
these years, like the Seven of Ephesus ? * 

^“*1 beg your pardon, I’m sure/ said Gordon, ‘but you must own 
it’s a little hard to connect you with modern life.^ 

‘‘ ‘ Hard for the citizens of your great towns, no doubt/ said the 
god. ‘ How should they find room for the sun-burnt god of the 
hymn in my praise, the god who loves soft rivers and deep woods : 

and at fall of 

Koturning bids the \alle\s ii\ their .slei'p 
Lislen to strains siii passing all the might 
Of tlmt sad bir<l who, tortured In the spring, 

Her yearning lamentation honey* sweet (l(»th sing. 

Yes, in modern cities no doubt it is hard, but here iu Arcadia surely 
you might suppose even my old pastoral form to survive.' 

“ ‘ It’s very refreshing to find it so,’ said Gordon ; “ but this new 
railway round your own Blount Parthenion must be rather intnisivt^ 
on your solitude.^ 

‘ Oh, I don’t so much mind,’ said the god, ‘ except that it kills 
my special breed of tortoises there. The train can't help going Caster 
than they, and it overtakes them as they bask .along the lines. Still, 
I like to revisit Arcady for a holiday now .'ind then, and as it is 
holiday-time, I’ll go my way, bidding you a triple faniwell.’ 

“ ‘Oh, please don’t go/ said Gordon, laying his hand on the shaggy 
side. 

“ ‘ Nay,’ said the god, ‘ you’ll soon forget me. Even Athens 
forgot mo, you know. You clever people always dc),’ 

“ ‘ But if one could be your second Plieidippides ? ' said Gordon. 

“‘No, really I'd rather go,' answered the god. ‘ I’m afraid Pm 
hardly modern enough to talk about nothing but myself with grace. 
I’ve always been behind the times.’ 

‘“At least,’ said Gordon, ‘tell me whore you are to he found 
again.’ 

1 go to and fro upon the earth/ said the god, Mike him who 
has long caused my form and attributes to be blasphemed. And I 
have many outward semblances, and yet but om? true form, 'fhe 
Egyptians knew it, though, as the historian says, they figured me 
under this pastoral shape as a matter of pious convenience. Also 
they knew that I was of the elder gods, corn|)ared to whom this 
Apollo here and his blue-stockinged sister are but upstarts of yester- 
day, separated from that early creation by clean-cut limits such as 
seem so greatly to delight you.’ 

“ ‘ It was mental limit of which I spoke,’ said Gordon — ‘ a certain 
definiteness of mood and vision.’ 

“ ‘ Mental limit, no doubt/ said the god, ‘ but may not such limit be 
signified in the outward form ? These purified gods of yours were cut 
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off from our old creation, and bore no remembrance of the pleasant 
furry animals upon their marble limbs. Eyes peered at them shyly 
from the thickets, wondering what those white and naked shapes 
might be. Before they came, we were a merry crew together, 
Centaurs and Sphinxes and Titans, Gorgons and Hydras and 
Chimaeras dire — a wanton pack of cross-bred cousins. It was then 
often hard to tell where the beast left oflE and the god began : as 
hard as it still is on my poor body, if I guess your thought aright. 
In those days lions and wolves held equal converse with gods, and in 
men^s ears the birds sang the words as well as the music of atl their 
pretty tales of love and fairy travel. Then came the change, which 
I myself should not have escaped, had I not hidden myself away with 
the shepherds here, hedged in by barriers of mountains from that 
cold-blooded and inhuman thing, the sea, which is always on the side 
of change. 

“ ‘ When at last I ventured to emerge, stealing down the river-beds 
at night into rich Mlis, or along the broad hollow of Laced.Tmon, all 
was over. The comrades of earth^s [)rime were gone, and I was left 
like an orphan of another race. The now gods did not even pay mo 
the compliment of fear, but in educated scorn they laughed at my 
homely appearance. 1 let them have it their own way, perceiving 
that the fashion of laughter is tlie most fleeting of things. And for 
service I attached myself to the Great Mother, a solemn goddess, 
whom I chose because, when lirst she looked on me, I perceived 
kindly rain and sunshine mingled in her face. Her I served so 
faithfully that some Olympian wit called me the Mother’s dog-of-all- 
work, and I proudly bore the name. In her praise I sang with bands 
of mountain girls in fi*ont of the Theban poet’s door all night long. 
But those summer nights of music, when Cithmron looked dreamy 
and lower than his height under the moon, are far behind me now. 
The Mother is almost forgotten, ’fhe poet’s words are scarcely 
understood, and Thebes is Jbr the tenth time in ruins. Yet I am 
here, still living on, though rather fallen from my estate, which I 
admit was never high.’ 

“ The god laughed cheerfully, and Gordon said : ‘ I do not wish to 
seem at all impolite, but it is certainly a little strange that you, of 
all others, should bo the only survivor.’ 

“ ‘ I don’t wonder at your surprise,’ said the god. ‘ The worshippers 
of Apollo are able to rise to an airy height which 1 can hardly con- 
ceive ; and, like the man who went up to heaven on a beetle, they 
think that we poor children of earth look very small from that distance. 
Nevertheless, it almost seems as if there must be some everlasting 
quality about my worshippers and me. For I am certainly alive, and 
a gpd lives only so long as he has worshippers.’ 

‘‘ ‘ And who are his worshippers ?’ asked Gordon. 
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‘ Those who are like him,’ said the god. 

** ‘ But what then is the everlasting quality of which you spoke 
Can you imagine,’ answered the god, 'a c(uality which is common 
to wild aiiimals and children and the poor ? — shall we add women, 
too ? perhaps it were wiser not.’ 

‘ I can indeed dimly apprehend some such quality,’ said Goi*don, 
^ but I could give it no name.’ 

‘ Neither can I give it a name,’ said the god, ‘ any more than you 
can give a name to your own soul. 1 can but repeat what once the 
Great Mother told me. There are, she said, certain classes of beings 
which seem to stand at the meeting-place of many far-reaching and 
divergent powers. They appear to be haunted by dim associations, 
unconscious relationships. I’he fibres of their roots seem still to 
.spring from the womb of earth, and with her breasts they are fed. 
But on another side they are no leas full of promises of something 
beyond the rest of nature, as though they were always reaching out 
towards mysterious powers which may never be realised. As a rea- 
sonable fact we know there are certain things they will not and cannot 
do. Jiut if they did them, it would be absurd to feel much surprise. 
Those two ponies on which you and your friend rode up from the 
village — ^how full of zeal and rivalry the. younger of them was ! 
trembling with energy, maddened by reproof, ('xalted by. praise, 
dashing hot-blooded into every difficulty, and struggling through it 
with tempestuous impatif3nce. How small was the difference between 
him and a boy warrior, the glory of his men, whom liis passionate mis- 
takes so often lead into death ! And the old marc, so wise and humble, 
trustworthy at every step — was she not a nurse of ninety years ? 
That shepherd whom you met on the way ; night and day he lives 
with his flock ; did he not seem to be one with the winds and hills ? 
It would not have seemed strange if his sheep had said, Good morning, 
and he had bleated.’ 

‘‘ ‘ It is an old conceit of satirists,^ said Gordon, ‘ that many men 
would more fully express their emotions by neighing, or howling, or 
braying.’ 

“ ‘ Ah, yes, those satirists ! ’ said the god, ‘ they were always 
much too clever for humble people like me. But let mo rather tell 
you of a sight I once saw when the Great Mother suffered me to look 
into the inmost recess of her strange old workshop. She was standing, 
with a largo apron on, before a kind of kneading-trough, and was 
fashioning mortal things. On one side of her, quicker than thought, 
flew a current of a brilliant blue element, hardly denser than air. 
On the other moved a sluggish and heavy stream of dark-red mud. 
And from it issued the fragrance of a fresh-ploughed field after 
rain. Into these two streams the Mother kept dipping a hand on 
each side, and clutching up random quantities ; but the greater part 
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of both went by unused, and what became of it I could not see. 
After each dip the Mother brought her hands sharply together, and 
the two substances rushed into each other with a cry of joy, and 
became joined — oh, more closely than fever lovers were ! She then 
began to mould them into shape in her trough. But they, in their 
passionate desire for living, continually thwarted her skill, so that 
in despair slie often let them have it their own way. For she was 
in much haste, grudging every wave of the streams that passed un- 
used. I saw her making a second Achilles, but his struggles to 
begin life so delayed her that she just finished him off as a wolf- 
hound, keen of eye and swift of foot. Another Cleopatra, too, was 
almost moulded, when she writhed away without her legs and arms, 
and lived alone in an island jungle as a magical white snake. The 
legs and arms were used for another woman, who drove men mad, 
and nobody knew why. And sometimes, after the Mother had 
begun upon an animal, the humour would tak(‘ her to convert it into 
a man, whence come those people whom we naturally call bearish, or 
swinish, or apish, or proud as peacocks. But as for those whom, accord- 
ing to her intent, she succeeded in making into men in spite of their 
wrigglings, I observi'd tliat at times she appeared especially pleased 
with her results, like a dy(»r when he has hit just the right proportions 
for his dye. For then the two substances in their passionate union 
were converted into a kind of warm-blooded marble, and out of ^that 
she made the most excellent sorts of man.* 

“ ‘ Such as the poets, 1 suppose,^ said Gordon. 

“ ‘ One or two of them, perhaps, were poets,* answered the god : 
‘ but there were others, nor were they nucommon, though often they 
slipt away unnoticed into some unexplored recess of time. Whether 
or not they did anytliing memorable appeared to be merely a matter 
of circumstance ; for all that they did sprang from the very composi- 
tion of their nature, so that their greatest achievements were in fact 
no less natural than their eating and drinking. About them hung a 
sense of security and assurance, as of a sunshiny day, and they acted 
not in compliance with maxims but under an impulse derived from 
the wholesome admixture of their own being, like the divine instinct 
which guides a dog or pigeon home without the aid of finger-posts 
or governmental charts.* 

“ ‘ If all were like that/ said Gordon, ‘ we should be a community 
of saints indeed ! * 

“‘Oh, don’t be too sure!* said the god, smiling. ‘One or two 
saints were certainly of this kind, but all were not saints. Only, 
whether their deeds were good or evil, there was something inevitable 
and simple about them, as about the powers of nature, whether 
destructive or benign. However, it was not of them I wished to 
speak, but of two other kinds in whom I perceived every degree and 
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variety of being, except that all fell short of that ultimate grace. 
For it would often happen that, when the Mother clutched a handful 
of the flowing mud, some would ooze through her fingers and be lost. 
Then she would sigh over the resulting forms, though they were often of 
a strange and fantastic beauty, and seemed even to shine with a delicate 
light of their own, like sea-things two or three days dead. Indeed, 
I was quite overcome by their elegance and charm, for they tripped 
away into the world with an airy step, and every moment I expected 
to see them take flight and hover down the path like butterflies. So 
in ray wonder I asked the Mother why slie sighed over them. But 
she was trying to squeeze some lieavy lumps of mud into shape, and 
answered : “I can hardly tell you now, for Ihn busy knocking a 
little decency into these silly monsters. But if you look at those 
pretty creatures a little closer you will find they are like bricks made 
without straw, having little constancy and endurance. And though 
they are now as gay as gossamers, and congratulate themselves aloud 
on their superiority to these other fpieer beings of mine, their fate is 
not really enviable.^’ 

“ ‘ So I watched awhile, and found that her words came true. For 
on reaching the harsh atmosphere of the upper world these delicate 
figures appeared like people who have ventured abroad iu the cold 
too thinly clad. They shivered at every breatli, and smarted even 
when nothing touched them. The common sights and sounds of 
earth appeared to them all too rude and crude. Over some, indeed, 
poverty extended a covering of its own, and the encrusting mire of 
daily necessity served as skin and clojik. But tlie most were able to 
avoid poverty, and if common dirt touched them they carefully 
scraped it off, leaving their flesh quivering and sore. Aiul some were 
so deluded as confidently to maintain their own siiper-oxc(*llenoe, and 
to publish guides whereby others might strive to approacli it. Like 
the fox which had lost its tail, they proclaimed it the duty of every- 
body to become like themselves, and they dared to pity those who 
had not reached that state. Tlierefore they called themselves friends 
of man, but took care to retain a scrupulous distance between them- 
selves and the objects of their friendship. Others, standing more 
decidedly aloof, choked up the vulgar channels of sense by delicious 
artifices, like the crew of Ulysses, though it was not Sirens that they 
feared. They devoted themselves mainly to the practice of a quality 
called Suburbanity, about which people like me may hardly venture to 
speak. For their solemnity much impressed me, and, like the 
initiated, they seemed to possess some inner secret wliich gave a 
value to their words and ways ; for it is impious to suppose them 
created in vain. 

“ ‘ But in the end, even in their case, I learnt the reason of the 
Mother’s sighs, seeing that, for want of due admixture with the earthy 



400 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


loam, the glimmering blue substance itself began to grow thin and 
pale, being lost in wind, or fading like a dyed cloth too often washed. 
The best and unhappiest among them, conscious of the native beauty 
of their souls, but shrinking from this boisterous world, turned to 
contemplation of themselves and criticism of their own growth or 
decay. Thus the soul was diverted to devour its own substance with 
a kind of lustful appetite, amidst unimaginable sulfering, and the day 
of death alone put an end to the torment. So self-centred and 
subtle did they become that in face of choice they could hesitate for 
ever, llany a one have I seen, at th^ meeting of tvfo suburban 
roads, bewailing his lot and crying : “ Here I stand. I can do 
either. The devil damn me ! ” No poison of Colchis or Median 
torture was ever so cruel as the suffering of such hesitation, and 
the sharpness of the pain did not deaden the gnawings of a 
vanity unappeased as the eagle of Prometheus. Nevertheless, un- 
like the cheery crowd which flings away life for a straw, the 
victims clung to it with pitiless anxiety, shuddering at hardship 
or danger. And so, with pain and disgust they trod their own 
blood in the wine-press, and prayed that their torment might never 
cease/ 

‘‘ ‘ It is surely,* said Gordon, "some circle of hell you describe, and 
not a race of the living.* 

“ ^ I describe what I saw,’ answered the god ; ^ and yet it is perhaps 
hard for me to be kindly towards them ; for between them and my 
worshippers there is war without herald.* 

‘ Again I ask you,’ said Gordon, ^ who these worshippers of yours 
may be ? ’ 

‘‘ The god smiled to himself, and gently rubbed his shaggy legs 
together. 

“ ‘ Ah,* he said, ‘ I have told you that my worshippers are like 
myself ; but indeed I do not know whether 1 ought not rather to call 
myself the worshipper of them. In love, you know, it is hard to say 
which is the lover and which the beloved. And so it is with the 
gods and their worshippers. And, as a lover pines when his mistress 
is far away, or is debarred from him by some separable spite, so that 
he can hardly be said to live till he can again touch the hem of 
her garment, so should I pine and wither without those quaint 
lovers of mine ; and if they were to cease altogether, I should 
necessarily die. But it is impious to have such fears, though to 
some people my fears are hopes.* 

‘ What fears or what hopes ? ^ asked Gordon. 

“‘Let us go back,* said the god, ‘to the Great Mother at her 
kneading-trough. You remember, we left her laughing over some lumps 
of mud, into which she was trying to knock a little decency. In their 
making it appeared that part of the blue etherial substance had 
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streamed away like smoke, and vanished before the union was com- 
plete. Grotesque and ungainly creatures they were, moving heavily 
along, very close to the ground, from which, in fact, they seldom 
dared to look up for fear of missing their sustenance. Mingled with 
them swarmed the insects and water-things and birds, and wild 
beasfs innumerable. All had a share in the etherial substance, but 
in some, as in slugs and slielHish, it was almost hidden, whereas 
in the others it burnt and shone with a kind of longing, like a 
prisoner behind bars. And whenever I saw that look, whether in 
the eye of rat or bird or lion, a strange affection possessed me, as 
though the creatures were parts of myself, and had been separated 
from me recently and by accident. And I could have taken them to 
my heart, as a girl takes her baby, only that 1 feared the laughter of 
the superior gods. But the Great Mother smiled, and said: “My 
dear Pan, if you would do me a service, continue to watch over 
these wild things. You see how sweet and excellently fashioned 
they are. Nevertheless, this will not be your greatest task.*’ 

‘‘ ‘ And so, as tho poets say, it is I who hear the shrill cries of the 
eagles robbed of their brood. I help the goat in her labour, and 
teach her to lick the kid all over witli her blue tongue. I lurk in 
the forest when the tigers are full of love. 1 am in the look of the 
dog whom his master kicks. I count all the sorrows of the over- 
driven horse.’ 

“ ‘ One would suppose,’ said Gordon, ‘ that this charge alone gave 
you plenty to do.’ 

‘‘ ‘ Yes,’ said the god, ‘ but you forget that I am both a god and a 
dog-of-all-work. This charge is but a small part of my labours. Por, 
as I told you, I stand at the meeting of many ways, and each of them 
strel ches to an invisible distance, like the high roads from ])elj)hi, 
which is the navel of tho earth. The same is true of my worshippers, 
who, as you remember, must necessarily be like mo. It is as hard to 
find the limits on them as on my form, or to say whicli part is beast, 
which is man, and which is god. For into my especial care the Motheit 
also delivered all those strange human figures whicli looked so brutish 
— nay, more brutish than the brutes. All of tlierri are Tny workiog 
charge, and the poets were right in not limiting my lovingkindnoss 
to the shepherds of these hills alone. I sit beside thci fisher all night, 
far out at sea in his lonely boat, lie is rough and heavy, twisted 
with wet and cold ; he smells of nets and fishes’ scales ; to me he is 
more beautiful than the great marble Poseidon of Athens. I stand 
with the hunter, waiting in the snow till the furry creatures pass. I 
know their swift pains and his joys, both. Grizzled, and dried like 
leather, in his old blue coat and bits of skins, he is fairer to me than 
naked Artemis. I am with the miner, hewing in his gallery under 
the earth ; when the roof falls in, I hold his battered head. His mates 
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say : *‘He wasA^fc a bad sort of man ; now he must be buried.” His 
wife and children cry, and I cry with them, more than for dead Zeus 
or an assassinated king. 1 hold the ploughshare with the ploughman, 
„ rejoicing in the damp earth and in the man who is so like it ; no 
perfumed Dionysus smells so sweet. I teach queer tunes to the blind 
piper who raises a feeble whistle in your streets ; trim Apollo, for all 
his lyre, never woke such music. I bathe with the boys in your 
brown river. The police carry off their scrappy shirty and trousers. 
They run naked over the slimy stones, more alert than Hermes, and 
more eloquent. I am with the soldier on the cool morning of battle, 
when he eats and drinks and curses, all for the last time. Beside 
him, Ares was a theatrical poser. I am with the tanned woman in 
the field, when she makes haste to feed her child, and cannot be 
quick enough, till suddenly it is still. Her eyes are softer than a 
cow's or Here's. But really you will think my worshippers a most dis- 
reputable and vulgar lot, quite incapable of understanding those joys 
of contemplation and the rigid selection of emotions by which you 
set so much store.' 

“ ‘That’s unfair,’ said Gordon ; ‘ none but the vulgar would accuse 
such people of vulgarity.’ 

“ ‘ Nay, my son,’ said the god, looking kindly on him, ‘ if I mock 
you, it is in self-defence, I care not, it is true, for the disdain with 
which your refined friends would regard me. With them I take 
delight in thrusting out my hoofs and displaying my goatish sidel. 
But alone, or among my worshippers, do you suppose I do not rejoice 
over our gleams of inexplicable reason, our consciousness of a yearning 
for we know not what, our moments of transforming passion, elevating 
us to the infinity of gods ? Those translucent regions at which you 
aim may well have beauties and joys which we can hardly picture. 
I only ask to be remembered. It was the petition I sent to the old 
Athenians in their most pellucid air. Be not of those who from 
their sphere of white ideas cannot spare a glance into my world of 
^mbre colours flecked with crimson. Is there no cause for marvel 
in that warm obscurity where I with my poor charges dwell amid the 
dust and slime of old earth ? Like a torch-lit cave, it is illumined 
with half-lights shed from rare sparkles of the eternal fire. Is it no 
cause for worship that, unprotected in our gloom and squalor, from 
the midst of the daily efforts to stave off death by a little food and 
warmth, we who have been so long called ignoble, insensate, brutal, 
and depraved, should still for the most part find time for kindliness 
and laughter — for a sort of decency, if not beauty — and for a thing 
you might almost call virtue? O my son, keep your ear close 
against the ground, and you may still hear strange music. As in old 
days, when these Arcadians said I danced and sang in the valleys, 
you may still hear intermingled sounds of trampling and song echoing 
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from all parts of the earth — the cries of birth and death, the, rash of 
panic, and at times a sweet piping, ringing clear above the dirge of 
confused wailings and the alarms of drums. It is the wild and 
unpremeditated music of my children which you hear — the melody 
and recitative of old earth’s opera, performed from age to age by an 
unconscious orchestra and choir, clustered around me at that meeting- 
place of profound and untraceable powers which lead far backward 
and far onward, repellent and opposite to all seeming, but ever striving 
to unite into a harmony of joy and sorrow.’ 

‘ Great is the pow^ of opposites combined,’ said Gordon. ‘ Love 
himself, we know, is the child of plenty and poverty.’ 

“ ‘ Yes,’ said the god, ‘ and you have but to look at my body to 
understand what a strange union of spiritual opposites went to its 
begetting. Nor must you think me in the least ashamed of it, red 
and brown and mingled as it is. The moon — the naked moon^ 

herself — one thin, white curve of loveliness 0, you remember 

the tale : 

“ Arcadia, night, ii cloud, Pan, and tlio moon ! ” 

She scorned me not, she who scorned others. Have I not reason 
to be proud ? ’ 

** ‘ Reason indeed,’ said Gordon, ‘ to dream on that night through 
an immortal life.’ 

“ ‘ And the Philosopher, too,’ continued the god, ‘ do you suppose v 
that he did not know' what he was saying when he chose me of all 
the gods to whom to address his prayer for beauty in the inward 
soul ? And he added, “ May the outward and the inward man be 
at one ! ” ’ 

“ ‘ That was a prayer indeed ! ’ said Gordon. 

“ ' And he would not have addressed it to me,’ said the god, 

‘ unless he had known that I possessed such unity of body and soul 
myself, and so could give it. So then, iny dear fellow, when certain 
people make light of me and my worshippers, and call us low and 
brutish, I think upon the Moon and that Philosopher, and in that 
thought I find a consolation better than satire. 

‘ But the sun just stands at noon, and you know what the poet 
says : 

iSheplienl, ’tis not allowed when noon is hijrli 

To pipe as ."li upholds, for there's Pan to feai ; 

He, wearied with his liunting, turns to slcrp, 

And if we rou.se him--0, the bitter rage I ” 


So, to maintain the poetic tradition, 1 must sleep now. It would 
never do to betray the poets, when they have said so many nice 
things about me. Therefore, farewell now, and, as the ghost says, 
remember me.’ 

He put a hand on Gordon’s shoulder and was gone. Suddenly 
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the air became still and heavy. The wind sighed, and sant. The 
sun himself seemed to halt and brood. The dogs barked no more 
in the valleys, and I did not hear the long, melancholy cry of the 
shepherds. Only a bee went on humming at a purple flower for a 
while, and then suddenly it ceased. I slept the sleep of the just 
even more sweetly than usual. When at last I woke, it must have 
been past two. The Greek was sitting beside the ponies again, 
playing with his beads. I looked for (Jordon, but there was no trace 
of him, except that the grass where he had been sitting was pressed 
down. When we got back to the little town, nobody had seen him, 
and IVe never heard of him since.” 

“I tell you what,” said Williams, ‘Hhis blessed (Jordon of yours 
was most likely Apollo himself, reduced to the position of a latter- 
day prig.” 

Not he,” said Hutchinson ; he wore trousers. Even J^an 
hadn’t come to that.” 

‘‘Oh,” said Williams, “there’s no saying what a god mightn’t 
come to under a County Council. But here’s tlio good old Thames, 
and St. Paul’s, and Westminster, and there are no gods about them, 
thank Heaven ! I’m going to the Olympian Ballet at the Empire 
to-night. I suppose you drive straight to Paddington. There are 
trains to Han well every half-hour, I believe.” 

“Thank you,” said Hutchinson; “some fellows have such a nice 
way of putting things.” 


Henuy W. NeVI>'j!ON. 



PALESTINE RESEARCH— PAST AND 
FUTURE. 


T here was once in Germany a poor ^^rocers assist nnt. He was 
the son of a cler^^^yman, but there was no nionuy, and so he 
sold fried fish and candles in a small shop. When ho was a child, he 
had seen a picture showing pious .Eneas, with his father on his back, 
and his son in his hand, Hying from the burning walls of Troy, and 
had said to his sister, Some day I will go and seo Troy myself.’* 
Being patient and industrious, ho throve, and grew rich ; but he 
never forgot his early dream. From a poor student, he first heard 
the sounds of that beautiful language which is a5 the voice of many 
waters, and was stirred by them even when lie understood not a 
word. In time he learned Greek and many other tongues, and in 
time he went to Troy and began to dig. But when he first declared 
that he had found the city, and had unearthed tlio treasures of J'riam, 
the professors laughed, and after that they were angry ; for many 
interests were vested in theories which placed Troy elsewhere, and 
which made the poems of Homer to represent at best a later civilisa- 
tion. Yet h^ wont on, and found more and more, and from Mr. 
Schliemann he became Dr. Hchliemann, and then Schliemann simply. 
And now his discoveries are the boast of his country, and an Emperor 
has found the money to carry on his work. Yet it was due to the 
enthusiasm, the patience, and the genius of this one man that a 
revolution was effected in educated thought as to Troy and its story. 

For what had Schliemann done? He dug up Homer. He had 
sat above the Scaean Gate, where the old men had sat when Helen 
went by, and they said it were good to die for such a woman, lie 
had found the swell in the plain behind which the attacking Greeks 
used to hide. He had discovered treasures of gold, carved like those 
which Homer describes. He had shown that the poet did not draw 
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solely on his fancy, but that he described real things — a real city, 
and a real civilisation, as old as the days of Joshua and of Moses. 

In the same way we of the Palestine Exploration Fund have for 
more than a quarter of a century been busy digging up the truth. 
Truth lies hidden in the well in Palestine ; and amid many shifting 
theories, literary and antiquarian, the great facts due to exploration 
stand firm as rocks to secure the truth. But it is not the truth con- 
cerning Troy town, or the poems of Homer ; it is the truth concern- 
ing the Bible with which we are concerned. Whatever our theories 
or our views, we all agree in accepting the contemporary testimony 
of ancient monuments, and the facts that are based on travel and 
exploration. 

I propose to relate some of the great results that have been gained 
already, and to show reason why we may expect much more in the 
future, and the means by which the endvS may be gained. For the 
work is not done. Whoever does it, there remains still much more 
to be found than has yet been discovered ; and while exi)lorers of 
every European nation are busy, in Grt^ece, in Egypt, and in other 
centres of ancient civilisation, we must not stand idle, or leave the 
most interesting and important of all fields of research neglected, for 
want of moans or of men. 

The first groat result was the discovtuy of tlie Moabite Stone. This 
monument proved that, iu the ninth ccntuiy u.(\, King Mesha revolted 
from Israel, as we are told in the Bible that lie did revolt. It showed 
that Israel then worshipped Jehovah, and that Omri and Ahab had 
ruled iu Moab. It showed that the Moabite language was a dialect 
not unlike Hebrew, aiul tliat the art of writing was known thus early, 
oven in this remote corner of the deserts beyond Jordan, far away 
from the highways of trade and civilisation. 

The next result, due to the perilous excavations of Sir Charles 
Warren, vras the recovery of the T'emple area, and the unearthing of 
a monument more interesting than the Kcican Gate — the great 
tower thiit lieth out” on Ophel, whicli Xehemiah rebuilt. Then 
followed the discovery of the Siloam inscription, hidden in the dark 
aqueduct which Ilezekiah hewed, from the “ upper Gihon,” when 
preparing to defend Jerusalem against Sennacherib. This monument 
showed us that in Hezekiah's time the ordinary language of the city 
was that pure Hebrew in which Isaiah wrote, and placed before our 
eyes the very characters in which his scrolls must have been penned. 

Quite recently we have had further light thrown on the ancient 
civilisation of Palestine, through excavation at Lachish. The dis- 
coveries of Mr. Bliss have shown us the language of the Canaanites in 
Joshua’s time, and the characters in which they wrote. They have 
proved the early communication with Egypt, by the recovery at this 
site of Egyptian remains as old as the fifteenth century b.c. I’hey 



PALESTINE RESEARCH— PAST AND FUTURE. 407 


have shown us how different was the language of the Canaanite and 
of the Hebrew, and how close was the connection between Chaldeans 
and Canaanites — just as the Bible also told us before. And, in 
addition to these most valuable discoveries, we have now 200 letters 
found in Central Egypt, written to Amenophis III. and Amenophis IV., 
by Philistines, Amorites, Phaniicians, and Hittites, which describe the 
great rebellion against the JMiaraohs in the age wlien, according to 
the Old Testament dates, the conquest of Palestine by tlie Hebrews 
took place. In my own opinion (and in this I do not stand alone) » 
the fierce people who, according to the King of Jernsalern’s letters, 
attacked him from Seir, who fought at Ajalon and reduced Ascalon and 
Lachish and Gezer to tribute, and whom he calls the Whirl, are the 
Hebrews themselves, coming from Seir, and following that same line 
of campaign, by Ajalon to Lachish, which Joshua is described as 
pursuing in the Bible. Some homo troubles had arisen, which, 
according to these Tell Amarna letters, caused the Egyptians to with- 
draw their garrisons from I'alestiuc and from Syria ; and the result 
was the rebellion of the Amorites in the north, the invasion of 
Damascus and Bashan by the Hittites, and th(^ entire overtlnow of 
the Canaanite chiefs in the south by the WhlrL 

But so far the results that have been attained have been mainly 
discovered on the surface. We have not yet gone deep down to the 
foundations, where most of the treasures of the future will l)e found, 
except at Jei’usalem. Of all the ancient ruined cities we have as yet 
only excavated Lachish, and even hei*o there remains a great part of 
the mound to bo explored. The surface, of the country between .Dan 
and Beersheba is now familiar to us ; and the results have l)eon of no 
little importance, even when the surface alone has been examined. In 
the first place we have recovered the geography of ]^al(*stine more 
completely than could have been expected. We can draw the boun- 
daries of the tribes with an exactitude which shows that the ancient 
writer in the Book of Joshua must have had intimate knowledge of 
every mile of the country that he describes. AV(‘ can trace the 
narratives of Old and New Testament, which depend on geography, in 
such a manner as to show the historic genuineness of the account. 
We know the geological nature of the country and its climate and its 
fauna and flora ; and we find all these unchanged since Bible times. 
How great the advance has been in all these matters is as yet only 
half understood by the public, and how gi’eat must be the influence 
in the future on educated thought concerning the country and the 
Bible. 

But besides these results, we have obtained others of a negative 
character, which will be of the greatest importance for our guidance 
in future. We must never forget that nineteen centuries of eventful 
history have passed over Palestine since the time of Christ. On the 
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surface we find much that belongs to these later ages ; and the care- 
ful study of all such remains is most important to prevent our falling 
into popular errors as to the antiquities of the country. It is no 
longer possible, in consequence of our work, to confuse together the 
workmanship of Uebrews, Phoenicians, Homans, Arabs, and Crusaders. 
We know the history of their buildings ; we know the various scripts 
and languages in which they wrote, and the styles of their art ; and 
we are at last able to say with confidence what is ancient Hebrew 
work, or later Jewish, and what is to bo ascribed to the times follow- 
ing the great destruction of Jerusalem. * Hebrew remains are few as 
yet, and later monuments are many ; but we cannot suppose the 
Siloam Inscription or the Moabite Stone to be unique specimens of 
such monumental writing. Quite recently a Phoenician text, describ- 
ing the building of a temple at Jaffa in the second or third century 
ii c., has been found, which “there is, I think, good reason to regard as 
genuine. There must bo many more such texts hidden under the 
great mounds in all parts of Palestine, if we only go deep enough to 
find them and if we look in the right places for them. 

When the Palestine Exploration Fund was first started there was 
nothing which could confidently be pointed out to show how reasonable 
was the expectation of such results. All the known inscriptions — 
except two or three from l^htnnicia — belonged to times after the 
Christian era. All the known ruins were of late character. It was 
possible to assert, without fear of contradiction by fact, that the 
ancient civilisation of the Hebrews was mythical, and had no existence 
before the Greek or the Persian age ; that they could not write, and 
had consequently no books; that they were merely savage tribes 
under petty leaders, wandering like the desert Arabs, and despised by 
the surrounding civilised peoples. Such things were actually then 
said ; but he would be a bold man who repeated them to-day. When 
•Sennacherib describes his unsuccessful attack on Jerusalem, before he 
was driven home across the Euphrates by Tirhakah, king of Egypt, 
he says that Ilezekiah^s tribute included “Thirty talents of gold, 
eight hundred talents* of silver, woven cloth, embroidered scarlet, 
precious stones of large size, couches of ivory, thrones of ivory, hides 
and precious woods — a great treasure of every kind.” If Sennacherib 
is to be trusted, Jerusalem, in Hezekiah’s time, must have equalled 
other famous cities in wealth and in art. The Assyrians carried 
captive • 200,000 people small and great, horses and mares, asses, 
camels, oxen, and sheep ; and no less than twenty-six strong cities of 
Hezekiah were besieged with engines of war besides Jerusalem. 

But it may be said that no one disputed such a condition of affairs 
in the eighth century jj.c. : that it was only in the times of Moses and of 
Joshua, and yet more in Abraham’s days, that Palestine and Syria 
were wild countries, without civilisation, and where writing was 
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unknown : that the Law could not have been carved on tables of 
stone by Israel in the fifteenth century b.c. ; that Abraham could not 
have bought the field at Hebron with “ current money of the 
merchants ; that there were no carts or chariots in Palestine in 
Jacob's time, or merchants who could have carried Joseph to Egypt, 
or “ iron chariots of the Canaanites in Joshua’s age, or “ Babylonian 
garments in Achan’s tent. Three years ago all this might be 
argued, but now these objections also have been answered by the 
explorer. We know that even before the time of Abraham the 
Akkadians, from the lower Tigris, hewed granite in Sinai and carried 
it in ships by Aden to the Persian Gulf. The statues carved of this 
granite are in the Louvre ; and the texts upon them speak of gold 
and precious woods brought from Upper Egypt, of mines in Phoenicia 
whence precious metals were dug out, of cedars hewn in Lebanon, of 
a widespread commerce uniting Africa and Chaldea, and having its 
highway through Palestine ; of Chaldean invasions similar to that of 
Abraham’s time, when Arioch, king of Ellasar (the historic Eriaku 
of the Larsa monuments) marched even to Edom. And again, in 
Joshua’s time, we learn from the Tell Amarna letters that Palestine 
was full of scribes, writing in cuneiform characters on clay ; that the 
Araorites and the Ilittites had chariots and horses, walled cities, and 
temples filled with treasure ; that there was constant intercourse 
along the highways of trade between Egypt, Armenia and Babylonia, 
and fleets of Phoenician and Egyptian ships, visiting the ports not 
only of Syria, but at Ascalon and Jaffa as well. The picture of 
Palestine at the time of the Hebrew invasion which is preserved to us in 
the Pentateuch and in the Book of Joshua, when there were “ cities 
walled to heaven,^’ and treasures, and trade, is fully confirmed by the 
monuments, as is also the yet earlier picture of Hittite civilisation in 
the Book of Genesis, It is no longer a question whether we may 
reasonably expect to find written documents and ancient art objects 
in the mounds. They have been found ; and the monuments tell us 
how plentiful and how ancient they were. Others only await the 
time when the spade will bring them to light. 

I proceed to point out where we should look, and. on what principle 
our future explorations should be conducted. The interest felt in 
Jerusalem, as the centre of the Hebrew kingdom, makes it naturally 
the first site to which we turn with increasing interest ; and I believe 
that excavations here may still bring much to light, and that they are 
still possible, though there are many difficulties in the way. It is an 
inhabited city, and it contains one of the most sacred places of the 
Moslems* 

But if we succeed in reopening explorations at Jerusalem itself 
there is good reason to expect that much will be discovered. The 
southern hills, outside the city walls, are allowed by all to have been 
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included in the ancient city before the Captivity. The western hill, 
usually called Sion, is that of the upper city of David and Solomon ; 
and the south-west angle of its fortress wall has been discovered. It 
only requires to be traced towards the east. The little spur above 
Siloam, which is called Ophel in the Bible, was the quarter where the 
priests’ houses grew up south of the Temple, where the kings of 
Judah had a palace, and where some of them were buried in the royal 
garden. It was walled in by the later kings, and the 'wall was 
rebuilt by Nehemiah. Here also, therefore, we have much reason to 
hope for important discoveries. We might light on the palace itself, 
and we might find some remains of early archives on its site. The 
only caution which seems necessary for the explorer is to remember 
that, in all probability, the new Jerusalem of Hadrian also extended 
over this part of the site, and to make sure that Eoman remains are 
carefully distinguished from those of earlier times. r>y the aid of 
our accumulated knowledge of Roman remains in Palestine, by help 
of mason’s marks, inscriptions, and other indications, we shall be able 
to make this distinction, and to say what is really Jewish or Jfebrew 
in the discoveries of the future. 

There are several other sites which one would wish to see examined 
as early as possible, especially in the plains. With the exception of 
Jerusalem there are not many places in the mountains which sug- 
gest examination. Among them, however, I would call special 
attention to the site of Herodium — the burial-place of Herod the 
Great. 'J'he site is familiar to all who have travelled in Palestine, 
under the name of the Frank Mountain (having been once held by 
the Christians against the Moslems), which rises as a truncated 
cone, 400 feet high, from the plateau south of Bethlehem. The 
buildings that remain are those described by Josephus as erected by 
Herod — a circular fortress with four round towers and vaulted 
chambers. At the foot of the hill is another building, and here a lake, 
fed by an aqueduct from Urtus, seems perhaps once to have had a 
fountain or a small temple in its midst. The palace contained much 
treasure, and served as a stronghold. The interior is now filled with 
fallen masonry, which ought to be removed ; and in turning over the 
stones we might light on inscriptions in Hebrew or Greek, which 
would be of great interest for the history of the country about the 
Christian era. 

It was a strange spectacle that was witnessed from the walls of 
Herodium, in the autumn of the year in which Christ was born. 
Herod, after vainly bathing in the hot sulphur springs of Machmrus, 
in the palm-valley east of the Dead Sea, had died at Jericho. His 
body was borne in procession to the hills, and over the flat grassy 
plateau, in November. He lay on a bier of gold adorned with gems, 
robed in purple, and having a gold drown on his head, and a gold 
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sceptre in his right hand. Before him marched his Thracian, German, 
and Galatian guards ; behind the bier came servants bearing spices, 
and all the great men of the nation. He was buried in the fortress, 
and here not impossibly his sarcophagus still lies under the ruins, 
though the treasures may have been carried away at some later time. 

There is another important site which we would fain explore but 
which can probably not be further examined for many years to come, 
namely, the rock-cut tomb, supposed to be that of the patriarchs, 
under the sanctuary of Hebron. In 1882, through the assistance of 
his Eoyal Highness, we were enabled to ascertain that such a 
sepulchre does still exist, and to look down, through the hole in the 
roof of the ante-chamber, on the rock-cut door which leads into the 
cavern. In the twelth century it seems still to have been visited by 
the Jews, for Benjamin of Tudela says that there are two inner 
chambers, and inscriptions on their walls, and that the bones of 
Israelites, placed in stone boxes, were ranged beside the graves of 
the patriarchs. But, as the entry is now closed, it is probable that 
this important site cannot be visited while the enclosure remains a 
Moslem shrine, regarded with superstitious terror by all the inhabi- 
tants of Hebron. 

The difficulties of exploration are much less in cases where the site 
is now deserted ; and there are several important places in Palestine 
which might thus be explored. Asealon is now a ruin, surrounded by 
the great walls built by King Richard Lion-Heart in 1102. From 
the earliest times it appears in monumental notices of Palestine as an 
important fortress. A gigantic statue was found in the ruins many 
years ago ; and a curious bas-relief representing Aslitoreth. The 
city was rebuilt and beautified by Herod the Great, and there is no 
saying what relics of its long history may not be discovered, under the 
sand dunes which are invading its gardens — remains of the 
Egyptians, the Philistines, and the Hebrews, dating back at least to 
the seventeenth century n.c. The city has, in all ages, been the key 
to the road from Egypt, and some of the l^ell Amarria letters were 
written by its Philistine kings. 

Further north we have the ruins of what, in the time of St. Paul, 
was the second capital of Judma — at Ciosarea. The remains in this 
case are not at any great depth beneath the surface. They include 
a temple and a theatre, which existed already in the time of Christ ; 
and it is almost certain that important inscriptions — perhaps in Greek 
—must here lie buried, while the remains of the racecourse and of the 
theatre are still visible abgve the surface. Further north again there 
is an important mound called Mujedd’a, in the Jordan Valley, com- 
manding the highway from the Carmel Port to Damascus — close to the 
line chosen for the railway. I believe this site, which is certainly 
that of an ancient town well supplied with springs of water, to be the 



412 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


Megiddoof the Bible — a very important city. In 1600 n.c. it was a 
walled town, which resisted the Egyptians under Thothmes III. ; 
and the wealth of its inhabitants is attested by the list of spoils 
taken thence. The chariots of the Canaanites who opposed 
Thothmes are said to have been plated with gold and silver. An 
enormous harvest was reaped in the fields around. The armour of 
the King of Megiddo was captured, and his tent which had seven 
poles plated with gold. The city is often noticed in later 
monumental accounts, and was still important when King Josiah was 
here slain by Necho, king of Egypt. Megiddo seems, therefore, to 
be one of the best sites to explore, and being entirely uninhabited and 
undisturbed, the results of such an examination may prove to be of 
great value. 

Generally speaking, I think that it is along the great trade routes 
of Palestine that the most important sites occur. The towns in the 
mountains were for the most part small, and the civilisation of early 
ages was chiefly found in the plains, along the great highways from 
the Euphrates and from the sea to Damascus and to Egypt. These 
great routes remained unchanged in all ages. The Akkadians, the 
Egyptians, the Assyrians, the Babylonians, and the Crusaders all 
marched along the same main routes, which were formed by the plains 
and river valleys between the impassable mountains. The route for 
the railway to Damascus is the same by which Thothmes III. reached 
that city nearly 3500 years ago. The monuments of the later Assyrian 
kings stand on the rocks of the Dog River, near Beirut, side by side 
with those of Rameses II., seven centuries older. The main route 
crossed the Euphrates at Cfirchemish, and one line went straight west 
to the sea at Issus, passing through the city of Samala, to which I 
must again refer. It was by this route that the great Persian army 
marched against Alexander ; and the victory of Issus laid all Syria 
and Egypt at his feet. By the same route the Assyrians constantly 
reached the shores of the Mediterranean, at the gulf of Alexandretta, 
in earlier times. 

Passing southwards, the trade route reached Arpad and^Aleppo, 
and ascended the course of the Orontes in its open Vcalley east of the 
Lebanon, by Hamath and Emesa, till Kadesh of the Hittites was 
reached. In the plains round Kadesh there are many huge mounds 
which mark the sites of Hittite towns, and not one of these has I)een 
explored, although we know that the Hittites were a civilised people 
who'had their own system of hieroglyphics, and whose wealth and art 
were most remarkable. Kadesh was the central point where the route 
from Damascus joined that which led westwards down the broad valley 
of the Eleutherus to the Phoenician coast cities, Tripoli, Gebal, Beirut, 
Sidon, and Tyre. From Tripoli the main road led beside the sea all 
the way to Egypt, through Acre and' Caesarea, Jaffa, Ascalon, and 
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Gaza but there was an important cross-road to Damascus from Haifa 
under Carmel, by Megiddo. The richest and most important cities 
lay along these highways. Ribadda, king of Gebal, writing to Egypt 
in the fifteenth century ii.c., says that the temple of Baalath in his 
city was full of silver and gold. The Egyptian spoil and tribute lists, 
still earlier, speak of the precious metals and precious woods, of the 
ivory and carved statues, and bronze vases with artistic designs, which 
were to be found in Phcxjnicia about 1 600 Ji.c. It was the wealth of 
Palestine and of Syria which tempted alike the Egyptian and the Assy- 
rian invaders. 

There is, however, I think, some evidence that, in the earliest 
times, the great centre of native civilisation was in the Lebanon, and 
not in Southern Palestine. The Phccnicians had ports and fleets 
long before 1600 Ji.c. in this part. The Amorites lived in the 
Lebanon Mountains, and the Ilittites held all the plains near the 
Orontes, from Kadesh to Aleppo and to Carchemish. Remains of 
their art have been found by Burckhardt at Hamath, and by Sir 
Charles Wilson and others in Northern Syria; and this region is full 
of deserted mounds, some forty feet high, which conceal unknown 
treasures of antiquity. The sites in this region which require ex- 
ploration — and which others will soon explore if we do not — include 
especially Kadesh itself, Arpad, and Carchemish. I do not think we 
should confine ourselves between the limits of Beersheba and Dan : 
for the kingdom of Solomon reached to the Euphrates ; and the 
"‘Land of the Hittites^’ (often mentioned in the Bible) is quite as 
important for Bible study as is Southern Palestine. Our limits, I 
think, should be drawn from the Egyptian boundary to the foot of 
the Taurus ; and the most promising sites are to be found in the plain 
of the Orontes, east of Lebanon. In Lebanon itself, inscriptions of 
Nebuchadnezzar are cut upon the rocks ; and the Assyrian conquerors, 
returning from their expedition to Egypt, left monuments at Beirut 
and at Samala, describing their distant victories. The Egyptians set 
up statues at Tunep, near Arpad, and it is quite possible that in this 
region T^e may yet recover texts which will toll us of the conquest of 
Jerusalem by the northern enemy, or early inscriptions even of the 
time of Solomon. 

To illustrate this subject I would call attention to what has 
actually been discovered quite recently by German explorers at 
Samala, in the extreme north of Syria, and to the importance of 
their explorations as connected with Bible history. These resuljbs are 
as yet very little known in England; but the statues which they 
have brought home are among the chief treasures of the Imperial 
Museum at Berlin. There is no doubt that this important field will 
be further worked by German scholars ; and George Smith long ago 
called our attention to its interest and value. I hope we may find 
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Englishmen co-operating with the Germans in the recovery of its 
treasures. 

Samala, the site to which I refer, lies east of Issus and south-west 
of Mer’ash, wh^re several very important Hittite bas-reliefs and 
inscriptions have been found. But the antiquities of Samala are not 
Hittite, but represent the civilisation of the Syrian race, which wor- 
shipped Hadad, the God of Damascus, and which used the Phoenician 
alphabet almost as early as the time of the Moabite Stone. 

A circular enclosure, some 800 yards in diameter, with three gates, 
here enclosed an acropolis on a hillock in the plain. The great 
south gateway of the acropolis was built apparently about 730 n.C., 
and adorned with forty bas-reliefs cut in hard basalt, in a rude imita- 
tion of Assyrian style. Men with captives, a bowman, a horseman, 
and a soldier with an axe, are represented, with bulls, deer, and lions. 
Also mythological figures — a lion-headed man, a winged-lion ramping, 
and a sphynx. A statue close by has a Phoenician text of thirty-four 
lines in relief. It represents the head and body of a gigantic bearded 
figure with a round cap, and the inscription is on a columnar pedestal. 
I have not seen any translation of this text as a whole, but it is of 
so* much value, as showing the beliefs of the Syrians about 800 
that it may not be uninteresting to give it here in full, though it is 
unfortunately mutilated by three great cracks across the stone, which 
is black dolerite of great hardness : 

“ 1 Panainmii, son of Karal, king of Yatli, have set up this statue t^ 
Hadad my Haal. My people are his- — Hadad, tho God, and light, and 
cherub, and sun ; and to my hand is given, by Hadad, the God, and cherub, 
and sun, and light, the sceptre of Aleppo ; and he has been a light to the 
people : wherefore lie has received at my liand .... much worship ; and 
therefore 1 sit (on tho throne) in great prosperity, given to me by my God 
.... is it not a land of liarley .... a land of wheat, and a land of oil. 
and a land (tilled liy) the care of my people .... and they labour in the 
land and the vineyard. He (has given) a name to Panammu : moreover I 
sit on tho seat of my father ; and Hadad has given to my hand the sceptre 
of Aleppo. He has destroyed the (enemy) ; and may it cease from my 
father’s house. And in my day also \ enjoy meat and drink; and in my 
day there is made restoration. (Hicrefore) invoking (by this) statue I have 
also (set) the statue as my memorial, and (because favour) has been given 
to the sons of the villages of Aleppo. I'hey have prospered (adoring) the 
God, and cheiub, and sun ; and a land of glory and honour is given to me, 
and royal authority .... In my day Aleppo (has smitten) the godless, 
and has received much at my hands ; and do not I ask good things’ from 
my God, for myself and the land. And to (the son of) Karal God has given 
much hope. Truly Hadad has given much: wherefore he is dear to me. 
May he bless the utterance of my wishes. He has given much to the people. 
May he bless the building much, and the erection of this statue of Hadad, 
and the shrine of Panammu the son of Karal, king of Yadi. And when 
Panammu is no more his son shall receive the sceptre, and sit on my seat, 
and shall increase greatly, and shall sacrifice to Hadad ; and .... he shall 
sacrifice .... the free-will offering, and shall sacrifice to Hadad, and shall 
remember the sin-offering for Hadad. If behold he shall rule here . . . . 
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Panammu has said ‘ Comfort thou thy people/ Panammu has said ‘ Thy 
people is mindful of sin/ Panammu has said ‘ This people enlighten thou 
(who are) in this land. Strengthen thou (the people of) my land thereby. 
He has asked of Hadad, and (prayed for) this land, to the God, and cherub, 
and sun, (and light) .... and thereby my fear is set at rest, and I have 
increased in devotion. (lie has deigned) to give m%a loving oftspring .... 
and my son shall receive the sceptre, and shall sit on the king’s throne a 
long time, and shall rule .... skilful in war. (If an enemy arises) he 
shall destroy far away ; if in wrath, if (in fury) they have waxed hot : if 
by his strength, if by his authority . . . .ho possesses subjection of careful 
chiefs for life : if through this there is unity in his lifetime : if through this 
the people are free ; putting to shamo (the foe) he shall perfect submission 
.... and whatever is received by counsel he shall speak wisely, causing 
submission .... fearing the God of his father in all things. Thus he 
shall cause for him the raising up of authority greater tiian tliati)efore my 
eyes. If (it bo so) in the sight of men .... this my carving is here to 
give a memorial, in the sight of the son of his people. A memorial well 
carved on my stone, and showing forth (all this) for the son of my race : a 
goodly caiwing on rny stone ; and it has shown that there is indeed submis- 
sion in prosperity, and a turning away of thine eyes (from sin ?) If by his 
strength, if by his might, if by his authority, if by offerings here he shall 
rule, Lo ! Hadad (has given it). If there is destruction in the (land, he is 
a) refuge. If thou wiliest, if thou ordainest it for me, it is so. ’I'liere shall 
be destruction (to the foe).” 

The royal race of this pious worshipper of Hadad sat on the 
throne for about a century after him. His grandson, Panammu, 
named after him, became a tributary of Tiglath Pileser ; and his 
great-grandson, Bar Racab, erected another statue of black dolerite 
to Panammu II., which was found headless near his tomb, to the 
north-east of the Samala palace. On the skirts of the long robe of 
this statue another text of twenty-four lines was also found carved 
in relief. It has been translated into German, and the following 
rendering differs only in a few passages from that which has been 
published. The inscription tells us of the later history of these 
kings of Yadi, and how far the prophecy of the first Panammu was 
fulfilled : 

“ This statue has been sot u]j by Bar Racab, to his father, l^aiiammu, son 
of Bar Tsur (in) the year of delivcivance by the hand of (Hadad the god of) 
hLs father. His god having delivered Yadi from subjection- the god dwell- 
ing in his father’s house ; and his god has been (implored ?) because of the 
subjection .... (of his) father’s house. But he slow his father Bar Taur, and 
slew seventy of his father’s kindred .... because he turned away (from 
his Baal .... and very long impri.sonment remained for him, and ruined 
cities were made more than inhabited cities : (there was) a sword on the 
house, and slaughter of one son, and loathing of life. • The sword (was) in 
the land (in the lifetime) of Panammu son of Karal, before my father, and 
of his son’s son. There was destruction of (the land and of) flocks and herds, 
and wheat and barley. And there was division by weight .... and 
hoarding of debt by measure. But truly my father (turned) to the King 
of Assyria, and he made him king over his father’s house, and broke the 
stone of subjection from his father’s house, (and set hiin free) from restraint 
.... and diminished the imprisonment, and restored the captivity of Yadi, 
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and remitted tlie debt .... of the house of the slain, and set up (my 
father over) his father’s liouse, and made it b(ittor than aforetime. And I 
have increased the wheat and the barley and the flocks and the grain in my 
day, and have eaten thereof .... there is cheapness of price in my day,' 
My father Panammu cstablLslied owners of villages, and increased the 

owners My father Panammu was great among kings .... (he) 

was indeed a master of silver, and behold also a master of gold, by his 
wisdom and justice. He took word from his protector, his lord the King of 
Assyria .... the Assyrians were chiefs and brothers of Yadi : and bis 
lord the King of Assyi'ia favoured him. J [e wiis great beyond otlier kings 
(favoured) in the eye of his lord, Tiglath Pilesor, king of Asvsyria, who i.s 
obeyed .... from the rising of the sun to the going down (of the sun), in 
the four quarters of tho earth, and who has done good from the rising of 
the sun even to tlic sunset, and has done good from the sunset even to the 
rising of the sun. And my father (received) ])ordors from his lord, Tiglath 
Pileser, king of Assyria .... towns from the border of (Jurgum .... 

and my father Panammu was great Moreover my father Panammu 

was very careful in adherence to his lord, Tiglath Pilcsi'r, king of Assyria; 
in obedience he (was careful). And his 2 >eople have mouined him as king; 
and all who obey his lord tho King of Assyria Jiave moui*ned him. And 

he took the King of Assyria as his lord lie spoke to him and cause<l 

a palace to be Iniilt foi* him : and he brought my fatlier from Damascus, to 
prosper in tlie days of his rule (over) all his house. And I am Bar liecab. 
‘(Because of tlic justice of) my father, and of my own justice, my lord the 
King of Assyria has set me (on the throne of) my father Panammu the sou 
of Bar Tsur; and the creel ion of this statue (is my memorial to) Panammu 
the son of Ikir Tsur ; and I have built .... and commanded olFerings ; 
and indeed he was faithful in seeking the King of Assyria. And truly 
this stands before the tomb of my father Panammu .... and this hi.s 
memorial behold thou liere, 0 Iladad, god and clieruh, lord of the house 
and sun, and all the gods of Yadi .... my memorial before God and 
before men.’’ 

These two inscriptions, which represent very different political 
conditions within a century, are the most important that have been 
found, written in the lUiamician character, since the discovery of the 
Moabite Stone, which alone is older than either. Panammu II. was 
already known as a Syrian king tributary to Tiglath Pileser ; but the 
importance of his kingdom was hardly suspected. The inscriptions 
have great value from a religious point of view, and because of the 
character and the language in which they are written ; and, again, 
historically, and as illustrating the contemporary history cf the kings 
of Israel and of Judah. A few words will therefore be of interest, 
perhaps, on each of these questions. 

The writers were polytheists, adoring “ all tho gods of Yadi.^’ 
They came probably from the south, since their town wasi called 
Samala, “ the Northern ” ; and their chief deity Iladad is noticed in 
the Bible as the God of Damascus, from whom Ben Hadad, the king 
of Damascus, was named. Hadad was already known to have been a 
sun-god, as he is here described, but he occupies a very important 
position as the Elohim of the Syrians according to these texts. The 
Syrians, the Canaanites, the Assyrians, and the Egyptians alike wor- 
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shipped the spirits of Heaven, Earth, Ocean, and Hades, the Sun, the 
Moon, the planets, the thunder, and the rain ; but it must not be 
forgotten that, although this was certainly the popular creed, their 
higher teachers had very early perceived that all these phenomena of 
Nature were controlled by a higher law ; and that they had recognised 
all the gods as only manifestations of a single Power. It has long 
been known that this was recognised in Egypt even before the time 
of Moses ; and Mr.TT. G. Pinches, of the British Museum, has recently 
shown that it was the case also in Babylonia. Not only so, but he 
has shown that, at least as early as Solomon’s time, the name of Jah 
or Jehovah was used in Babylonia as that of the Supreme Deity ; and 
we know that it was also so used in Hamath and in Phcnnicia. This 
fully agrees with the words of Genesis, which speak of primitive men, 
before Abraham’s time, as calling on the name of Jehovah. Sen- 
nacherib, in the Book of Kings, says that ho came against Jerusalem 
in the name of Jehovah. Balaam, from Pethor on the Euphrates, 
worshipped Jehovah ; and Nebuchadnezzar and Cyrus are called 
servants of Jehovah in the Bible. The monuments contradict the 
theory that Jehovah was only the name of a tribal or family God of 
Moses, and show how early and how widely the name was used. The 
later Hebrew prophets speak of other nations besides Israel then 
worshipping Jehovah as the One Supreme God. Perhaps, under the 
name of Hadad, we see some indication of similar belief, although the 
meaning of the word is unknown. 

As regards the characters in which these inscriptions are written, 
they are very closely similar to those of the Moabite Stone. We now 
know that, by 900 n.c., the art of alphabetic writing was practised 
all over Palestine and Syria, to the most remote limits of the country. 
At present there is a gap between this period and the earlier age 
when, in the fifteenth century jj.c., the Canaanites used the cuneiform 
characters ; and it is not at present known exactly when or where the 
alphabet first appeared. My own idea is that the Phamicians 
developed it from the older characters used by the Hittites, which 
present many striking similarities. It is at least clear that, even if 
the alphabet was not generally used much earlier than tlie time of 
Salomon, the art of writing in other characters goes back even to the 
time of Abraham. 

But the language is even more interesting than the characters used 
in writing. It is not Hebrew, but (like the Moabite) it approaches 
nearer to the Aramaic, which became the Jewish language after the 
Captivity. It differs from the language of the Bible and of the 
Siloam inscription as a dialect, and contains peculiar words and 
forms of grammar. We know that, in Hezekiah’s time, the Aramaic 
OP Syrian dialect was not the same m Hebrew ; and the difference is 
made clear by these discoveries. There are certain words used in the 
Book of Genesis which some scholars have regarded as showing the 

VOL. LXVI. 2 E 



418 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW.. 


late date at wliicli it was written, because they are Aramaic rather 
than Hebrew ; but on these inscriptions some of the very words in 
question are found in use in Syria as early as 800 B.c. Our ideas con- 
cerniug Hebrew must remain in abeyance until a sufficient number of 
ancient texts has been recovered to allow of our tracing the history of 
the West Semitic dialects. At present we only possess five inscriptions 
older than the Captivity, but even in these, more than eighty of the 
words used in Genesis are recovered ; and their language is of the 
highest value for purposes of comparison with Bible Hebrew. 

Then again as regards the history of these kings of Yadi, and its 
connection with Bible history. The Assyrians had long been turbu- 
lent, and had raided across the Euphrates in very early times. In 
the days of Samuel, ^J^iglath Pileser I. came down to Arvad on the 
Phoenician shores, and embarking in a Phoenician ship he killed a 
dolphin in the Mediterranean. But these raids were intermittent 
until the time of ^Figlath Pileser HI., who is the king of that name 
mentioned in the Bible and in the inscription above given. Mean- 
time a very powerful Syrian State had arisen, with its capital at 
Damascus, which Rezin took from Solomon. The wars of the Syrians 
against Israel and Judah form the subject of many chapters in the- 
Books of Kings. The Syrians were attacked on north and south by 
Assyrians and Israelites, but for a long time they held their own^ 
although Jeroboam II. conquered both Damascus and Hamath. 

The reign of Tiglath Pileser III. was mainly devoted to the con- 
quest of this Syrian State, which intervened between Israel and 
Assyria. Before his time, as we have seen above, there were inde- 
pendent Syrian kings having a civilisation and a religion of their 
own. But in 743 u.c. this conqueror received tribute from Carchemish, 
Hamath, Gebal, and Tyre, and specially mentions the submission of 
the second Panammu, king of Samala. In 738 li.c. he took the- 
Hamathites captive to Assyria, and in their stead established colonists 
from the Tigris, just as Sargon some forty years later took captive 
the Israelites from Samaria, and replaced them by foreigners. In 
734 r>.(\ Tiglath Pileser attacked Samala, and took away 700 captives 
with their sheep and oxen. It is to the subsequent restoration of 
these captives, after King Panammu had been again set on his throne 
as a tributary, that the later of the two inscriptions — that of Bar 
Racab — seems to refer. ^ 

Meantime the Syrians of Damascus had been raiding southwards 
iu Edom, as far as Elath on the Red Sea. The King of Judah 
appealed to Assyria against Rezin of Damascus ; and in 732 B.C., 
after Arpad had been taken and alt Syria subdued, Tiglath Pileser 
took Damascus, and received (according to his own monuments) 
tribute from Ahaz of J udab, and from Panammu of Samala, in that 
city. Tiglath Pileser died five years later; but his reign was 
marked by the complete conquest of Syria; and this again laid a 
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base from which a further advance became possible, so that in 720 n.c. 
Samaria was taken by Sargon. 

The extreme submission of Panammu II., and of his son, who 
speaks so glowingly of the power and goodness of his ‘‘ lord the 
King of Assyria did not save the royal house of Satnala from its 
final fate. Although Panammu was brought from Damascus, and 
set on his throne, where his son succeeded him a few years later, it is 
known that in 680 b.c. there was an Assyrian ruler in Samala. Ten 
years later, Esarhaddon, after the conquest of Memphis, set up at 
Samala a very large monolith, inscribed in cuneiform, on which the 
Nubian King Tirhakah appears as his captive. ^J'he long and vain- 
glorious Assyrian text on this monument makes no mention of any 
royal house in Samala ; and the foreign language of Assyria takes the 
place of the native speech of the earlier native statues. 

I have dwelt thus long on these two important texts for several 
reasons. First as showing what others are discovering in the East, 
and what may reasonably be expected from explorations, especially 
in the North. Secondly, because of the interest of the subject, as, 
showing the civilisation of a people who were in constant conflict 
with Israel before the Assyrians conquei^ed both, and its affinity to 
the Hebrew civilisation of the same age; and, lastly, because these are 
the most recent important discoveries made in the East. Samala 
^vas not the only important place in Syria. Arpad stood many long 
sieges before it was taken by Tiglath Pileser ; yet Arpad has never 
been thoroughly examined, though the site is well known. Tunep,. 
not far off, was an important fortress in which statues of the Pharaohs 
were set up in the time when Israel was in Egypt. Yet Tunep 
remains unexplored. Kadesh was a large city, the site of which I 
visited in 1881, and found it strewn with ruins of the Greek age; 
but the great mound of Kadesh remains still unoxcavated. Above 
all, Carchemish — which is generally placed at the large ruin of 
fferabliis on the banks of the Euphrates — was a most important 
Hittite city, which long resisted the Assyrian advance across the 
great river. 

From Carchemish three splendid bas-reliefs covered with Hittite 
writing were sent by George Smith to the British Museum. At 
least one other, of which we have no published copy, lies in the ruins, 
representing a winged goddess, with an inscription above. There 
have been some excavations here attempted, but they have never been 
carried out systematically, and have only served to show that the 
site is full of important remains of sculpture and writing. We 
already know that it was in some cases usual to write bilingual texts, 
in Hittite and cuneiform ; and if we would set at rest for ever th& 
question of the language of the Hittites, we should endeavour to find 
such texts in Syria. There is no place at which they are more 
likely to be found than at Carchemish, the Hittite capital, on the 
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border of the Assyrian country. For these reasons I think that 
explorations at Carchemish are likely to lead to moat important results, 
telling us of the early history of the Canaanites, and of the Assyrian 
conquest, which led finally to the captivity of Judah. Ezekiel, and 
the captive kings of Israel and Judah, must have passed through this 
city on their way to their bondage in Assyria ; and Sargon, the 
conqueror of Samaria, was also the conqueror of Carchemish, from 
which he took away the last IJittite princes as prisoners. We may 
find Sargon^s account of his victories over Israel at this place. 

As regards antiquarian results bearing on the study of the New 
Testament we may look for valuable results, and some have indeed 
already been obtained. On the west side of Jerusalem a tomb has been 
found, quite recently, which — judging from drawings of its masonry and 
ornamentation — seems to me to be probably the ‘^Monument of Herod,” 
in which the later members of that family were buried. T have already 
mentioned Herodium, the tomb of Herod the Great ; and beyond Jordan, 
at Siah, in Bashan, there is a very remarkable temple raised in honour 
of Herod, but dedicated to the Arab god Aumo. This has been only 
partially explored, but is in many respects of great interest. It has 
on the e^st a squcare court, like that of the priests in the Temple at 
Jerusalem ; and round the great eastern gate the vine is carved, just 
as the golden vine was afiixed to the east gate of the Jerusalem 
Temple. There is, however, nothing to surprise us in Herod’s 
having been connected with a Pagan temple : for he himself erected 
temples in honour of Augustus at Samaria and Cmsarea. He tole- 
rated the Jews, and aided to re-build the outer court of their Temple ; 
but he was not himself a Jew but an Idumman, and appears to 
have been equally tolerant of all systems of religion at home and 
abroad. 

As regards the languages spoken in Palestine in the time of Christ, 
much that is of high importance has resulted from exploration. The 
dedication to Herod above noticed was written both in Aramaic and 
in Greek, and there are a great many Greek texts of this age in all 
parts of the country which show us that the old Canaanite religions 
had not yet ‘died out, but were mingled with Greek mythology, so 
that the names of native and of Greek deities stand side by side. The 
region where the Greeks were most numerous was apparently Decapolis, 
east of the Sea of Galilee, and it seems to me probable that the people 
of Gadara, who keep swine, were Greeks, for the pig was regarded 
as an unclean animal by the Phoenicians and other natives as well as 
by the Jews. It has often been disputed whether the Gospels were 
originally written in Greek or in Aramaic ; but it has now been 
rendered certain by exploration that Greek was very widely used in 
Palestine at this time, and that it was understood by the Jews as well 
as by others. We have recovered the stone written in Greek, which 
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warned the Gentiles not to enter the inner court of the Temple, and 
have found early Jewish bone-boxes on Olivet inscribed in Greek. 

As regards the early history of Christianity in the East in the 
second and third centuries, much which is of great interest has also 
been brought to light, and more remains no doubt to be found, 
especially at Caesarea and at Ascalon. On Mount Hermon is a build- 
ing which is the oldest known consecrated to Christian worship — the 
synagogue of the Marcionites, who were an heretical sect in the third 
century and earlier. I think that excavations at Pella — which was 
the home of the Christians before the destruction of Jerusalem by 
Titus — might also bring to light interesting facts ; but one of the 
great difficulties is to discern, in some cases, whether a text is Christian 
or not, when it is older than the time of Constantine. For the Christians 
were afraid to confess their faith. They never carved the cross on 
their tombs or synagogues till their religion was tolerated ; and they 
concealed the name of Christ under the term “ Chrestos or good,** 
which occurs on several of their early monuments, and especially in 
the inscription of the Hermon synagogue just mentioned. In later 
times they wrote religious texts — especially verses of Psalms in Greek 
— over the doors of their houses ; and the ruined towns of Syria, espe- 
cially in the fifth and sixth centuries, have already given us many 
examples of such texts. 

One of the most curious discoveries in this connection is the origin 
of the terms ** bishop ’* and deacon,** as used in the East before the 
establishment of Christianity. Epkcopos, or “ overseer,** was a civil 
term for a civil functionary under the Eomans in the East. Lists of 
these civil officers occur in texts from Bashan. ’ Dr. liamsay has found 
texts on which the dlaconoi, or civil subordinate officers, are noticed, 
who were certainly not Christians. The terms were applied by the 
Church to her officers from the first ; but they were borrowed from the 
civil organisation of the times, just as the basilica, or hall of justice, 
was the earliest form of Christian temple in east and west alike. 

I have attempted briefly to show part of wluit has been done, and 
what is now doing, and how much more remains still to be worked 
out. But we must be up and doing. Twenty years ago the Palestine 
Exploration Fund stood almost alone. But now the movement has 
spread in every direction. The French and the Germans are busy in 
Greece and in Syria. The Egyptologists have added immense stores 
of valuable material to our collections. We must not allow others to 
outstrip us, or leave neglected one of the most hopeful and important 
fields of research. We must not rest on what has been done, for that 
is merely the prelude and the laying of a firm basis for future work. 


C. Pi. CONDER. 
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O N page 312 of liis Introduction to Professor Max Mullers trans- 
lation of the ‘‘ Critique of Pure lleason/^ l^rofessor Noire makes 
the following remark : ‘‘Leibnitz believed himself to have been the 
first to solve the dervol o^pttsUion between mind and matter.” Even 
those who have but a slight ac(juaintanc0 with philosophy can hardly 
fail to be struck with the persistent manner in which they are con- 
fronted with this “ eternal opposition.” In much of the ancient 
philosophy it takes the form of regarding matter as the root of all 
evil, and the human body as a mere degrading prison-house to the 
soul whose tenement it is, thus broadening and deepening to the 
utmost extent the division conceived to exist between them. 

“The Platonic dualism,” says Professor Noire, “ served to accentuate' tlie 
chasm between tlic world of idtjas and the world ()f plienomena, a difiieult.y 
which presents the rc'jd crux of modern pliilosopliy. PJ^lto^s plan was to 
allow the phenomena to become absorbecl in tlie ideas while the material 
world was banished to the realms of non-oxistcnco. Put this is evading 
not solving the dilliculty, for in all that Plato liinisidf predicates of matter 
we recognise qufilities that only belong to something whicli has a real exist- 
ence. That matter o])poses itself to the formative power of spirit ; that it is 
that wherein the Maker of tlie world reproduces the ideas as a meehanic works 
upon his material ; that it is not merely an impediment to knowledge by its 
mutability and dilfusion in space ; but that it a(?tually sets itself, as a bad 
ungodly principle, in direct antagonism to the creative cosmic forces -these 
are too grave accusations to bo directed against what does not exist.” ^ 

Matter was at an equal discount with the medimval philosophers. 
They regarded it as contemptible and evil, failing to see how high a 
value their Christian faith should have taught them to place on it. 
The dualism of Descartes, who may be regarded as the true father of 
* Introduction to Kant’s “ Critique Of Pure Reason,” p. 52. 



SPIRIT AND MATTER. 


423 


modern philosophy, did not indeed deny reality to matter, but caused 
him to draw the line of demarcation between it and spirit as sharply 
OrS any of his predecessors, for he regarded the external world as ruled# 
by mechanical principles -only, looking upon animals as automata, 
and reserving to man alqpe the possession of mind. The connection 
between the spiritual and the material in human nature, Descartes 
regarded as purely arbitrary, and sustained by a direct act of volition 
on the part of the Creator, repeated each time that the bodily powers 
of man were called into action by his soul — in fact, the only way out 
of the difficulty raised by a belief in the independent existence of 
mind and matter, was to postulate a continuous series of miracles, 
and this Descartes accordingly did. 

The form which dualism has taken in the present day is perhaps 
best represented by Mr. Herbert Spencer, who tells us that we can 
reduce the whole universe to mind, or the whole universe to matter, 
but that either reduction is unsatisfactory, because it excludes the 
other, which, despite the exigencies of theory, reasserts itself in prac- 
tice, yet can never arrive at any rational mode of reconciliation with 
the antagonistic view. The Spencerian philosophy represents, how- 
ever, only one school of thought, and that not the highest. Kant 
and his successors have shown us a more excellent way, and have 
pointed to the true solution of the problem by directing us to the 
conclusion that Nature, or the material universe, is not the antithesis 
but the expression of spirit, while science, in her turn, and despite 
her supposed materialistic tendency, has been aiding to bring about 

this ultimate synthesis in which Man and Nature are regarded as the 
manifestation of one spiritual principle,”* by demonstrating with ever 
increasing clearness the indissoluble union of the two, yet acknow- 
ledging by the mouth of some of her most honoured representatives 
that there is an element in both which is not comprehensible through 
the laws of matter.t 

We may observe, however, that there is nothing antagonistic to 
the “laws of matter” in the existence of such an element; simply 
the latter cannot be accounted for by the former, that is all, and is 
oither consciously or unconsciously assumed because the laws of 
matter could not otherwise be satisfactorily enunciated. In the 
domain of physics proper — in the science of inorganic matter — 

* “Essays oA Literature and Philosophy,” Professor E. Caird, p. 581. 

t In this connection it may be interesting to refer to a discussion in the Biological 
Section of the British Association in 1893, in which (according to the I'imes' report) 
Professor Cleland said that there were things which wore not to be accounted for [in 
biology] upon clicmical or physiological principles, and suggested that it was not an 
incredible hypothesis that the existence of an element unknown to the laws of matter 
should have to be admitted. Professor Allen, of Birrningham, remarked during the 
same discussion that it appeared to him that, in adtlition to the matters which the 
physicist ordinarily accepted, there must be some other principle of Nature, and that 
was the principle which determined and maintained the relationship between matter 
and energy. 
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Force is the inexplicable element. It cannot be explained by any 
law of matter, but is presupposed in all. “ The ne plus ultra of 
Explanation to the physicist,” Dr. Lodge tells us, is contained m 
the term mechanical,”* but the whole science of mechanics is based 
upon the conception of force, of which tha same authority says on 
another occasion : By what means is force exerted, and what 
definitely is force or stress ?....! venture to say there is some- 
thing here not provided for in the orthodox scheme of physics.” f Ii* 
the domain of biology, life itself is the inexplicable element. The 
science which bears so proud a name, is the science of the condition* 
and processes of life, but of that which manifests itself under 
those conditions and in those processes it is unable to offer even & 
tentative explanation ; and if this is true of the lower life of vegetable 
and animal, how far more strikingly true does it appear when we riser 
to the self-conscious life of man. Holding by the “ eternal opposition 
between mind and matter,” both are incomprehensible to us. In 
biology we are without so much as a working hypothesis of the nature 
of life ; in anthropology wo are thrown back upon “ cosmic forces ”’ 
to explain the psychical development of man,+ yet are told that when- 
that psychical development has reached a certain stage (the ethical)* 
its salvation depends on “ combating the cosmic process.” § If such 
results as these be consequent upon regarding mind and matter as- 
eternally opposed, it is surely time that we should endeavour to look 
upon them in some other light. A theory which does not even- 
permit of a coherent statement of facts is self- condemned, and this i» 
the case with the theory of the opposit ion or antithesis between mind 
and matter, which may be regarded as simply an erroneous manner 
of formulating the true fact that there exist in Nature two distinct 
•elements, and that we cannot resolve them the one into the other, 
but must endeavour to ascertain the terms of their relationship. What; 
we may conceive that relationship to be has been already briefly 
indicated in the present paper — viz., that matter is the expression 
or “ necessary manifestation ” of mind or spirit, and was adverted to* 
more at length in articles published in this liEVif:w in December 
1893 and May 1894. 

It has appeared to the writer, however, that a truer and more* 
adequate conception of this subject might be attained by means of an 
analogy, at once close and extraordinarily suggestive — that of thought 
and language. The student of philosophy will here be reminded of 
the idealism of Berkeley, or rather of the not very accurate inter- 

* “Letter to Nature'^ vol. xlviii. p. 504. 

t Address to the Mathematical and Physical Section of British Association, 1891. 

t See Presidential Address of Dr. Munro, F,R.S.E., to the Anthropological Section 
of the British .A.ssociation in 18f03. 

§ “ Let ns understand once for all that the ethical progress of society depends not 
on imitating the cosmic process, still less in running away from it, but in combating; 
it. ’’—Huxley ; “ Evolution and Ethics,” p. 34. 
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pretation put upon it by later philosophers and historians, according 
to whom Berkeley regarded the being of matter as dependent upon 
its presence in thought, so that to be perceived and to be were one* 
and the same thing. This, equally with “Plato’s plan,’’ before 
referred to (see p. 422)^ would “ banish the material world to the 
realms of non-existence.” No such drastic measure is suggested in 
the present paper. Matter is a real thing, just as language is a real 
thing ; but we could not have had language without thought, and in 
the same manner it is contended that we could not have had matter 
without spirit, or the “ immanent Reason ” of which it is the expression. 
At the same time, just as it is an inadequate representation of the 
relationship of thought to language to say that the former is the 
cmise of the latter, so it is also inadequate to make causality the link 
between matter and that which reveals itself through matter. Lan- 
guage is the mode in which thought takes shape, its way of becoming 
known to itself, and therefore language is evidently dependent on 
thought for its existence, but their relationship is a far more intimate 
one than that of cause and effect. We cannot conceive ourselves 
putting, with regard to thought and language, Hume’s question, by 
what right reason can assert that there is anything in the world 
possessed of such a nature that when it is posited, something quite 
different must also be posited. Language is not “quite different” 
to thought; it is thought, thought expressed. We cannot “account 
for ” thought by the laws of language, simply because thought un- 
consciously makes those laws by way of attaining to a clearer recog- 
nition of itself. In the same way we cannot “ account for ” mind 
by the laws of matter, because those laws are in reality the principles 
according to which human intelligence apprehends the material 
universe. In them mind recognises itself in the external world. 

It will be sufficient for the purpose of the present analogy if We 
cohfine ourselves to human thought and human language, without, 
however, by any means intending to imply thereby that there is 
no other kind of thought, and no other way of expressing it. 
As has been already pointed out, it is immediately obvious that 
language could never have come into existence without thought. 
Noise and meaningless sounds we might have had, but “ articu- 
late sound is always an utterance, a bringing out of something that 
is within, a manifestation or revelation of something that wants 
to manifest aAd reveal itself.”* In whatever manner language 
first arose, whether we regard its primitive elements as having taken 
their origin in imitative sounds, or in any other way, it never could have 
arisen at all except as an utterance of thought which was constrained 
to find some expression for itself. So far all will be agreed, but 
what is certainly less apparent on the surface, and what escaped the 
* “The Science of Language,” vol. ii. p. 44, Max Miiller. 
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observation of philosopbers until comparatively recent times, is the 
effect that finding articulate expression must have had on thought 
itself. A familiar experience may give us some insight into this. 
We all understand what it means to have vague and unformed 
notions on some subject of study or experience. “I know what I 
mean, but I cannot explain it,” is a common expression. Those who 
have been at the pains to teat its true significance, however, will have 
undoubtedly come to the conclusion that they do not know what they 
mean until they can explain it. When, after much labour and diffi- 
culty, perhaps, they at last manage to express in spoken or written 
words the thought which they ‘‘ could not explain,” with what vivid- 
ness and reality does its meaning at once stand out and expand itself 
before them, so that very soon the language in which they embodied 
it seems poor and inadequate, and they are compelled to seek for 
worthier and ampler expression. In the very act of uttering itself, 
the thought outgrows its utterance, and labours to find another yet 
more true and complete. Some such process as this assisted at the 
formation not of languages only, but of kv)(ju(ifjc^ of that articulate 
speech without which it may well be doubted whether human reason 
as we know it could ever have existed. ‘‘ Without reason no speech, 
without speecli no reason,” ^ says Professor 3Iax Miiller ; and Dr. 
Eomanes, who by no means concurs in all the conclusions reached 
by Miiller, and who is certainly not inclined to magnify the effect on 
man of any exclusively human attribute, gives it as his opinion “that 
it is not improbable in the absence of articulation, the human 
race would not have made much psychological advance upon the 
anthropoid apes.” t Thought and language, then, developed together, 
acting and re-acting upon one another, language becoming ever more 
full and complex, as the thought to which it gave expression rose by 
its aid, and through differentiating processes into higher and higher 
generalisation, till from the sinqde and primitive ideas of savage man 
which can be rendered almost as well by gesture as by words, we 
arrive at such abstract conceptions as are to be found in the treatises 
of Kant, of which Dr. Bornanes truly says it would bo impossible to 
render a single page by means of wordless signs alone. J 

Now the study of a language may be regarded under two aspects. 
We may pursue it with reference to the thought which it embodies, 
endeavouring to arrive at as accurate an understanding of the words 
used as possible, in order that we may fully enter into the meaning 
they are intended to convey. This may be said to be the method of 
the literary or classical scholar. On the other hand, we may desire 
to fix our minds not on any thoughts contained in the language, but 

* “Tho ycionce of Language,” p.69. 

f- “Menial Evolution in Man,’* p. 15. 

:: p. 147. 
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on the language itself, which we may “ treat as a mere corpse, not 
caring whether it ever had any life or meaning, but simply trying to 
find out what it is made of, what are the impressions made upon our 
ear, and how they can be classified.”* This is the method puisued 
through at least half his work by the philologist, and by its means 
all the knowledge possessed of language as divorced from thought, of 
the resemblances, relationships, community of origin between different 
languages, has been acquired. jMost surely then this method is not 
to be despised ; it may indeed, if rightly handled and applied, become 
one of the most powerful safeguards against “the mischief which 
begins when language forgets itself, and makes us mistake the word 
for the thing, the quality for the substance, ihe Nomen for the 
Numen.” f The only precaution requisite is to remember that though 
we are purposely confining our attention to the ‘‘ body of language” 
only, it nevertheless has a “ soul ” also, viz., the thought which it 
expresses, and of which our study of the body is but finally intended 
to give us a clearer understanding. 

Now the method of the philologist with regard to language is the 
method of the scientist as such with regard to Nature, llis object is 
to investigate, to verify, to record, to classify the facts of animate 
and inanimate matter, “ not caring whether they have any life or 
meaning ” beyond matter, llis business is with the body of Nature, 
which he finds more convenient to ‘‘ treat as a corpse,” that he may 
analyse and dissect it at his leisure. And no fault can be found 
with him for so doing any more than with the philologist for treating 
language in a like manner, so long as this treatment is regarded as 
provisional and partial, the clearing out of ground preparatory to 
laying deeper foundations, and raising a worthier superstructure. It 
must be remarked, however, that in this preparatory, though most 
important and necessary work, it cannot be expected that any solutions 
of the profounder problems presented by Nature will be attained, any 
more than the mere reduction of language to its elements will by 
itself enable the philologist to understand the abstract propositions 
which that language contains. J With this proviso, w^e have every 
right, both in the study of language and in the study of any branch of 
natural science, to claim the liberty of treating separately what in 
the nature of things cannot bo separated,” § only we must not expect 
to arrive at a true understanding of these divided elements until they 
are again reunited. This appears to be recognised in the study of 

* “ The Science of Largnape,” vol. ii. p. oSO. t Ibid. 

t ** The outward form is l he key to the inward fact w hich it embodies ; we can get at 
the original force and meaning of grammatical expressions and derivative words only 
by interrogating the phonetic utterances by wliich they are expressed. The science 
of phonology is the entrance to the .science of language, but we must not forget that 
it is but the outer vestibule, not the inner shrine itself.’’ — “ Introduction to the Science 
of Language ” (Sayce), vol. i. p. (50. 

§ “ The Science of Language,’* vol. ii. p. 95. 
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language, analysis being only regarded as the road to a more complete 
and comprehensive synthesis ; but in the study of Nature it is too 
often not recognised, and therefore the two halves of that study, the 
spiritual and the material, are respectively taken for the whole by 
the students whose attention is exclusively directed to the one or the 
other, and both are rendered incomprehensible. No doubt the reason 
why the science of language does not fall a victim to this treat- 
ment, is because articulate sounds are perceived to have no in- 
dependent reality,'^ to “ exist nowhere apart from meaning,” from 
which “ it follows that this so-called body of language could never 
have been taken up anywhere by itself, and added to our conceptions 
from without.” * In other words, language is so evidently embodied 
thought, that its absolutely separate existence is not even conceiv- 
able. Now it must be remembered that something of this kind is 
allowed — nay, insisted upon with regard to Nature even by the 
philosophy of the unknowable, for the knowable is therein distinctly 
regarded as a method or mode of the unknowable, absolutely de- 
pendent upon it, and as having no existence apart from it. The 
knowable is therefore most unquestionably thought of as “ an articulate 
utterance,” only it is one whoso meaning we can never attain to, one 
which transcends human intelligence. The existence of two elements 
in Nature is more than admitted, for their relationship to one 
another is even to some extent defined. The knowable is regarded 
as the manifestation of the unknowable ; but it is a hieroglyphic 
to which we can never find the key, an utterance not of something 
which wants to reveal but to obscure itself. If this be the case, 
however, the most insoluble problem of the universe is why the 
futility of utterance should ever have come to j^ass at all, and 
especially why there should exist intelligences which desire to interpret 
it. A revelation which cannot reveal is a sorry expression to adopt 
as our ultimate formula of the universe, and we may well turn with 
relief to the more reasonable theory which regards it as the necessary 
manifestation of that which through it we may learn to know, so long 
as here also we bear in mind ‘‘the mischief that arises when 
language forgets itself and makes us mistake the word for the thing, 
the quality for the substance, the Nomen for the Numen ; ” for, if the 
universe bd an “ articulate utterance of something which wants to 
reveal itself,” then that something holds to it the relationship which 
thought holds to language, and by the study of Ihe expression we 
may come to understand something, at any rate, of what is expressed. 
Before proceeding further, however, it will be well to give a moment’s 
consideration to the question whether we have any right thus to 
regard matter as the manifestation of spirit, instead of resting in the 
agnostic formula of the manifestation of the unknowable by the know- 
* “ The Science of Language/* vol. ii. p. 74. 
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able. Without a moment's hesitation we may say that we have such 
a right, and that it lies in the existence of our own self-conscious 
nature. Fifty years ago, though the right was ours, we could not 
prove it. Before Darwin and Spencer and Huxley and Wallace, and 
others whose names will readily occur to the reader, had shown ua as 
they have now shown us the meaning and scope of “evolution,” man was 
held to be a thing apart from the universe, a microcosm within the 
macrocosm, an inhabitant, not a part of the natural order. Con- 
sequently it would not have been possible then to argue, that because 
man is possessed of a self-conscious spiritual life, a nature in which 
the principle of unity transcends every diflerence, even the ultimate 
difference of subject and object, in which knowing and known are 
combined, therefore that spiritual life, that principle of unity, mu^t be 
implicit in the universe. There were no data to justify such a con- 
clusion, but now we possess them in abundance, and may assert, 
without fear of contradiction, that if in man “the element not to be 
accounted for by the laws of matter ” be a spiritual element, then 
there must be such an element in all Nature, a “ something wanting 
to reveal itself,” and struggling continually into more perfect expres- 
sion. That the self-conscious life of man is not accounted for by 
the laws of mal ter, is acknowledged by all the most thorough-going 
evolutionists of tlie day, whether agnostics or not. 

‘‘Can the oscillations of a molecule,” says Herbert Spencer, “ be represented 
in consciousness side by side with a nervous shock, and the two be recognised 
as one ? No effort enables us to assimilate them. That a unit of feeling has 
nothing in common with a unit of motion, becomes more than ever manifest 

when we bring the two into juxtaposition Here, indeed, w’o arrive 

4it the barrier which needs to be perpetually pointed out, alike to those who 
seek materialistic explanations of mental phenomena and to tliose who are 
^ilarmed lest such explanations may be found. The last class prove by their 
fear, almost as much ns the hrst prove by their hope, that they believe Mind 
may possibly be interpreted in terms of Matter : whereas many, whom they 
vituperate as materialists, are profoundly convinced that there is not tlie 
remotest possibility of so interpreting them.” ^ • 

Dr. Tyndall has repeatedly emphasised the impossibility of attempt- 
ing through physical theories any explanation of consciousness : 

• 

“ Granted that a definite thought and a deliiiite molecular action in the 
brain occur simjultaneonsly, we do not possess the intellectual organ, nor 
apparently any rudiment of the organ, wliich would enable us to pass by a 
process of reasoning from the one to the other. They appear together, but wo 
•do not know why. Were our minds and senses so expanded, strengthened, 
and illuminated as to enable us to see and feel the very molecules of the 
brain ; were we capable of following all their motions, all their groupings, 
•all their electric discharges, if such there bo; and were we intimately 
acquainted with the corresponding states of thought and feeling, we should 

• 

• “Principles of Psychology,” vol. i. §§ 62, 63, p. 158. 
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be es far as ever from- the solution of the problem, ‘ How are these physical 
processes connectcrl with the facts of coiisciousiiess i’ . ... In athrming 
that'the^gijpwth of the body is mechanical, ami that thought, as exercised 
by ns, Ijas its correlative in the physics of the brain, 1 think the position of 

the iipiteriali:>t is stated, so far as that position is a tenable one I 

tlo iiot thiiit ho is entitled to say that his molooulav motions and groupings 
explain^everything. In reality they explain nothing. The utmost he can 
altirmis the association of two classes of phonoinena, of whose real bond of 
un\on ho is in absolute ignorance.”** 

♦ 

The words in which l^rofessor Le Conte t expresses the same thought 
are no stronger — it would be difficult to make them so — than those 
jiiet quoted from Dr. Tyndall : 

'•* Suppose we exposed the br.iin of a living man in a state of intense 
ii^'tinty. Suppose, further, that onr senses were jihsobitely perfect, so that 
we could see every change, ot* wind ever sorb, Inking place in the hrain- 
f*ubstance. Wliat would wo see ( Obviously nothing liufc nioleculnr changes, 
physical and chornical; for to tln^ ont'^ille obsei*vei* there is ab.solutcly 
nothing else there to see. But Ihe subjijct sees noMnng of all this. His 
experiences are of a difieront order vi/., coii^ciouMie.ss, thought, emotions, 
iV:?. Viewed from the ouisith;, Mkm’o is, th(*ro can b *, nothing but motions; 
.viewed from the inside, nothing but thought, b'rom the one side, only 
physical phenomena; from tim other side, only psychic>al phenomena. Is 
it not plain that, from tlie very nature of the ca.sf', it must ever be so? 
Certain vibrations of brain-molecule-!, certain oxidations witli the formation 
^of carbonic acid, water, and urea on tlui one side ; and on the otlior there 
appear sensations, consciousness, thoughts, desires, volitions. There are, as 
it wore, two shec'ts of blot! ing-pajx'r pasted togetliei*. The one is tli(‘ brain, 
the other the mind. C(*rt<iin ink-scr<itches, or blotclies, vflprJjf ntPaulHj/hiss 
on the one, soak through and apf)(*ar on the otluu’ as uitdrujlhla 
btit bow we know .not and can never hope to guess.”;}. 

Examples of this unqualified accord among authorities not by any 
means in complete agreement on other points, might be multiplied 
almost at will; but enough have been given to prove that such, an 
accord exists, and that the self-conscious life of man is unquestionably 
regarded as an^ element not accounted for by the laws of matter. 
It is to this self-conscious life — I c., to the consciousness of existence 
possessed by the thinking subject — that the term sjiirUttal is applied, 
and there cannot be any doubt that in man his physical or material 

* “ Fr.ngmonis of Science,” vol. i. pp. 8(1, 87. 

,4* “ Evolution and its Kclation to Keligiou.s Thouglit,” p. ‘JUl. 

t Certainly not to f/ufHs ; but it is h.'irclly wise to limit in so uncompromising a 
manner the ultimate possibilities of rcsearcli and diM*o\ ery. Wit ness t he very dilTerent 
anticipation to which expression has been recently given liy one of our most eminent, 
physicist .s : “We hope some day to know so much of the^-e internal motions, and of 
these structures [of molecules] that- wo maybe able to discover the structure in the 
brain that betokens memory, and the motions underlying great, t bought. s, goodness^ 
love. We may then hope to form some dim scientific jurlgment of the thoughts 
underlying creation. We may be able to tell what thoughts underlie the motions of a 
solar system or the development of a race.”— See ScifiHr(\Pro(jrf-nH for March 1894: 

“ Physical Science and its Connections,” by G. F. Fitzgerald, F.K.S. It need hardly 
be pointed out that such discoveries as these, should they ever be rdhlised, would 
deal a more decisive death-blow to “ materialism ” than even the inexplicability of 
consciousness by any laws of matter at present known to us. 
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organism expresses the life of spirit thus understopd.. . It is in the 
body that the self which feels, thinks, and knows, differentiates itself 
from the external world, and becomes conscious of its own eijstence 
and of the inadequacy of the body to explain that existence ;.an’d ib 
is in the body accordingly that the spiritual life is manifested, ifut 
is it in the body of man alone? Not if psychical phenomena ‘afe to 
attest the life of spirit; for in so far as any animal, however iow*ii4 
the biological scale, exhibits truly psychical phenomena, and even-* 
the protozoa appear to do so in a rudimentary manner,* we are driven 
back to elementary spiritual life to account for them ; consciousness, 
even if it bo mere sentiency, is not explicable by the laws of* matter. 
But the question immediately presents itself. Are we to stop here,? 
“ No, for the lowest animals and lowest plants merge into each other 'so 
completely that no one can draw the line between them with^certainty.’' 
Neither can we place the boundary line between organic and inorganic 
matter ; lor here we still encounter force, and what is the difference 
Jjetwean the force which acts on animate and the force which acts on 
inanimate matter ? Though the results are so different, how are we 
to distinguish between that which causes the molecular groupings in' 
a crystal, in a protoplasmic cell, and in the human brain ? In each 
case the material changes are brought about by changes of motion ; 
in the last case, these material changes are accompanied by thought 
and self-conscioXisness. Are we not, then, forced to infer that if in 
the only place where we know what motion in itself is — ix,^ in our 
own brains we loww nothing but thought t — then wherever motion 
appears, thought, the evidence of spiritual life, is implicitly present 
also? We therefore arrive at the conclusion that spiritual life is 
universal, and that to human intelligence it is universally manifested 
through matter; only that as we descend in the scale from man to 
animal, from animal to plant, from plant to crystal, we observe it 
diminish in power, activity, and intensity, until when we reach the 
inorganic stage of matter we find as enormous a difference in the 
spiritual life as in its material expression. 

And here we are at once brought back to the analogy of thought 
and language. The almost immeasurable distance between the first 
crude articulations of primitive man as wo may suppose them to have 
existed, and the abstract and highly elaborated language of science 
and philosophy is comparable only with that which divides the 
1 bought expressed in the one case from that expressed in the other. 
There is a parallel to this in the vast chain of being which separates 
the life of inorganic matter from the life of man. Marvellous as are 
the unerring molecular motions by which a crystal is built up, what 

* See Bomanes’ “ Animal Intelligence,'' chip. i. 

Lecture on Electro-Magnetic Radiation, " at the Royal Institution, March 1891, 
bj Professor U. F. Fitzgerald, F.R.S. 
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are their complexity and intricacy compared to those of the molecular 
motions going on from moment to moment in the brain of a thinking, 
willing man ? And ifc is in proportion to the increase in complexity 
and intricacy of motion that the increase in fulness and intensity of 
life is made apparent. But neither in the c«ase of thought and 
language, nor of spirit and matter is this greater fulness and intensity 
attained without struggle.* Language bears the marks of the various 
and often conflicling agencies which have been at work during its 
formation ; by slow and painful steps it has attained its comparatively 
advanced development ; yet, even now, how imperfect do we often 
feel it to be, how cumbersome, how appareni ly detrimental to the 
very thought which yet without it could not pass into the stage of 
conscious existence, to which the lack of the power of expression 
would be death, and the development of the material universe is in 
• like manner marked by a continual struggle. 

The story of the heavens,” so far as it can be read or surmised 
by man, and the story of the earth are alike in this respect ; they do^ 
not — from the human standpoint, at any rate — exhibit a picture of 
calm and peaceful progress, but of development which, however 
entirely controlled by law, is nevertheless the outcome of what 
appear to be conflicting and opposing forces, or, more accurately, 
forces which keep one another in check, to which full play is not 
allowed. And if this be apparent even in inorganic evolution, it 
becomes far more strikingly evident when wo pass on to organic. 
The struggle for life among plants and animals, and tho consequent 
suffering to the latter, the still worse form of this same struggle in the 
human race, and the terrible incubus of moral evil, imply at the least 
(and it is not intended to deny that they imply much more) a difficult 
and even agonising endeavour on the part of that which wants to 
reveal itself'^ to attain adequate utterance. In man alone is articu- 
lation reached, and in him how imperfectly ! Yet it is reached ; the 
mystery of the universe has found expression at last, and just as all 
possibilities opened out to thought when it found its way to articulate 
speech, so all possibilities open out to the life of spirit which has 
become conscious of itself, for at the same moment it becomes also 

conscious of God. That there are many different stages in this 

• 

* “ The Dumber of abstracts possessed by a language is a good gauge of its develop- 
ment. It is difficult for us to realise the mental struggles and the ages of previous 
preparation required for the discovery of those ideas which now seem to us so familiar. 
The day on which, according to the ancuent legend, Pythagoras struck out the idea of 
the world, and named it Kder/uos, summed up all the labours of Eastern philosophy and 
Greek thought, before which the law and order* of the universe at last lay revealed. 
It is to Anaxagoras, to Hcraklitus, to Xenophanes that wo owe those ideas of mind, of 
motion, of existence which form tho groundwork of modern science. Nay, our own 
generation has witnessed the creation of more than one great abstract idea, henceforth 
to be the common property of mankind through the word by which it is expressed. To 
have won for the race a single idea like that of Natural Selection is a higher glory 
than the conquests of a Csesar.'^— “ Introduction to the Science of Language ” (Sayce), 
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consciousness, both of self and of God, that it has been, and too 
often is still, vague, contradictory, even unrecognisable, is but 
what we must expect in the present stage of development ; for 
though the spiritual life has begun to find articulate expression, 
that expression is as yet hardly more than the imperfect speech of 
childhood. Even now, however, the advance made since articulation 
was attained may give us good ground of hope for the future. 

I Possibilities are not actualities, but they are a necessary antecedent 
to actualities. Without the first crude sense of a power in and 
about him which yet. is not his, man could have made no advance 
towards the faith which our age perceives, however dimly, to be the 
only faith adequate to its need, the faith that ‘‘ in our efforts to 
realise the good of humanity, we are not merely straining after an 
ideal beyond us which may or may not be realised, but are animated 
by a principle which, within us and without us, is necessarily realising 
itself, because it is the ultimate principle by which all things are and 
are known.” * * * § A very different conclusion this to the one reached 
by an eminent expounder of agnostic thought that, “ since the cosmic 
process has no sort of relation to moral ends,” the “ ethical progress 
of society consists in combating it,*^'!* an outlook which may well 
strike t error into the heart of the boldest, and raise into more distinct 
consciousness the need of “ that absolute certitude of religion that 
man can work effectually because all the universe is working with 
him, or in other words because God is working in him,”J which, * 
since it is the indication of a capacity, § is the prophecy of its own 
fulfilment. Yet, if this be so ; if the principle which within us 
and without us is necessarily realising itself,” be divine, what 
does the contradiction of evil mean ? Supposing even — and this 
is a large supposition, too large to be conceded — that it could be 
adequately accounted for by that struggle for expression which has 
been compared to the struggle of thought for utterance, why should 
such a struggle be? That the whole of Nature points to its 
existence, that man emphasises and witnesses to its reality through- 
out his entire history, individual and collective, these are facts which 
none can gainsay, and they are facts which no one who attempts 
to investigate the relationship between man and that Power by which 
he came into *beiiig, can venture to ignore. The considerations 
brought forward in the present paper, are, as the writer firmly 
believes, capable of throwing light not to be despised on these awful 
and momentous questions ; but for the moment they must be left on 
one side. They are not included in that aspect of the analogy* 

* Caird : “Essays on Literature and Philosophy,’’ p. 531. 

t Huxley ; “ Evolut ion and Ethics/’ p. 34. 

t “Essays on Literature and Pliilosophy,” p. 531. 

§ See Essay on “ The Divine Kesponse to Human Capacity,” in the April number of 
this Hevikw. 
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between thought and language and spirit and matter which has 
formed the subject of this paper. All that has been now advanced 
is that just as thought is essentially self- manifesting, so the life of 
spirit is essentially self-manifesting, and that as language is the 
utterance of the one, so matter is the utterance of the other. And 
from this standpoint, even while recognising the deep and far-reach- 
ing significance of that tremendous problem which has yet to be 
faced, there is hope — almost boundless hope, — in the vista opened 
before ns. 

“ Wov(l.s, wo ai'O told, arc the fortresses of thoiiglit. They enable ns to 
make every iutellcctual conquest the basis of o])er!itions for others still 
beyond. Moreover, thought and language act and react upon one another; 
.so that .... the growth of thought and language is coral-like. Each shell 
is the product of life, but l)ccomes in tiirn the support of now life. In the 
.same inaunej’, each word is the product of thought, but becomes in turn a 
new support for the growth of thought.” * 

Applying these metaphors to the relationship between spirit and 
•matter, may we not say as wc survey the rise in the scale of being 
through inorganic to organic, and finally to superorganic life: 
Material forms are the fortresses of spirit, whose every conquest is 
thus made the basis of operations for others still beyond ; and again, 
each material form is the product of spirit, but becomes in turn a 
.new support for spiritual growth ? 

Emma Makik Caillaud. 


Komanos : “i\rental Evolution in Man. 



THE ARMENIAN QUESTION. 


m. (CONOLI'SIOX.)— IN TUlllvEY. 


I N the course of the two preceding papers I liavo endeiivoured to 
present a description which, although general, may perhaps be 
sufficient of the Armenian country as a whole. I have also touched 
upon the importance of the Armenian Question in its relation to the 
larger politics of the nearer East. But the greater part of the space 
at my disposal has been devoted to a study of the conditions political 
^lnd social which prevail upon that portion of the plateau which lies 
within Russian territory and which at once illustrate and determine 
the measure of progress achieved by the Armenians under Russian 
rule. Such a discussion, although it may appear academical, is, in 
my opinion, not only indispensable to any adequate presentation of 
the whole subject, but is also of the highest practical importance in 
its bearing upon the Armenian problem in Turkey. In these 
Russian provinces the Armenian element, strengthened by con- 
tinuous emigration from Turkey, composes the principal part of the 
population, and the Armenians have been able at least to give earnest 
of whatever capacities they possess, I was so much impressed with 
the results of their activity and with the variety of ' interest which 
their country presents that, when once the ascent of Ararat had been 
accomplished, I resolved to prolong my journey across the frontier 
and to devote the autumn and winter to a tour in the provinces of 
Van and Erzerum. 

The line of the Russian frontier, as it marches with the borders of 
Turkey and of I'ersia, corresponds with a remarkable geographical 
feature in the configuration of the plateau. The middle course of 
the Araxes waters a vast plain which, on the northern skirts of the 
Ararat system in the neighbourhood of Erivan, lies far beneath the 
normal level of the table-land, and, varying in breadth as the long 
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volcanic ranges approach or recede from the river, extends to the 
Caspian Sea. This great depression of the surface is the leading* 
feature of the country on the east of Kagizman. West of that town 
the ranges close together and present the appearance of a surging 
ocean still lashed by the violence of the storm : the impetuous torrent 
of the Upper Araxes, coming from the neighbourhood of Khinis, breaks 
from one to another trough as it threads these serried ridges and 
reverses the direction of its former course. This confused and 
troubled mountain scenery has probably been caused by the action of 
denudation, operating upon the higher levels of the plateau on a scale- 
which is magnificent and immense, and contrasts with the solemn 
restfulness of the landscape through which the river, exhausted by 
canalisation, flows eastwards slowly to the sea. Between the long 
and almost horizontal outline of Alagoz on the north, and the serrated 
summits of the Ararat system on the south, this noble plain of the 
Araxes widens as it opens to the east, and attains perhaps its greatest 
dimensions just west of Erivan. At that point the massive fabric of 
Ararat, advancing from its satellite system alone, attains the great 
elevation of nearly 17,000 feet above the sea; and the whole struc- 
ture of the mountain from the base to the dome of snow may be seen 
across a space, which is comparatively level, at a distance of nearly 
50 miles. From Kagizman to the Caspian this depression which 
marks the Araxes valley appears to bisect the plateau into two- 
distinct halves, and this valley is separated from the country 
on the south, at first by the rugged chain of Ararat, and then 
by the mountains of Azerbaijan. Thus the territory of Eussia i& 
divided from that of Turkey and of Persia by no artificial line • 
while the majestic slopes of Ararat itself are the meeting-place of 
three empires which come from the Mediterranean, the Baltic, and th& 
Persian Gulf. 

Several passes lead from the valley of the Middle Araxes across the- 
wild range which I have called the Ararat system, and which is- 
known in the country under the name of Aghri Dagh. That by 
which I travelled attains a height of over 8000 feet, and descenda 
into Turkish territory at the plain of Alashkert. The Sultan ‘still 
holds the greater portion of the plateau, and some of its richest 
districts are subject to his rule. Tf Eussia is supreme in the valley 
of the Middle Araxes, the fertile country about Lake -Van belongs to 
Turkey ; the plains of Mush and Bulanik and, further west, the 
populous plain of Kharput are all within the Turkish border, and! 
compose an area of grain-growing country which is capable of sup- 
porting a population far more numerous than that which it at present 
maintains. On the north of these plains, of which those of Musb 
and Kharput are the least elevated, although the plain of Mush is 
situated at an altitude of over 4000 feet above the sea, the level of 
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the country rises, the plateau gathers into a compact and solid mass 
which divides the two branches of the Euphrates, and constitutes the 
roof of the three watersheds of the Black Sea, the Caspian, and the 
Persian Gulf. On the section between Mush and Erzerum the true 
character of the great table-land is displayed in a wholeness and 
simplicity of feature, which it is difficult to mistake. You are here 
at the heart of the whole geographical system, at the culminating 
])oint from which the waters gather to start on their long and strenuous 
journey to different and distant seas. It is over a wide expanse of 
level land, clothed for the greater portion of the year with a con- 
tinuous canopy of snow, that the prospect ranges to distant chains of 
mountains whose summits are scarcely higher than the ground upon 
which you stand. The surface of the upland has been broken by 
volcanic action which has reared the crat(n* of the Bingi)l Dagh, or 
mountain of a thousand springs ; yet that mountain is but a minor 
incident in a large and comprehensive plan which I shall endeavour 
on a future occasion to analyse according to the conception of it 
which I have formed, but which only bears on my present purpose 
in its leading and ultimate results. On the west and east as well 
as on the north and south of this section of the plateau between 
]Mush and Ih’zcrum, the processes of denudation must have operated 
on a scale which the existing natural conditions make it difficult to 
conceive. J^ot only have these processes contributed to form that 
confused mountain scenery which on the west and east of this central- 
section distinguishes the head waters of the Araxes and the valley 
of the Western Euphrates below Erzerum, but they have also resulted 
in a natural phenomenon which no traveller can have omitted to 
remark. It often occurs that the banks of the rivers are bordered 
by plains which are perfectly flat, and which present an appearance 
exactly similar to the dry bed of a lake. The usual direction of 
these plains is that of the drainage, namely, east and west, and the 
chains of mountain which enclose them are in reality but the rim of 
higher levels, the banks in these gigantic cuttings in the surface of 
the table-land. The most noticeable example of this phenomenon is 
presented by the valley of the Western Euphrates just north of 
Erzerum, but the feature is characteristic of the whole plateau and 
distinguishes it from the land of terrace, where chain succeeds chain 
in rapid succession in obedience to lateral forces, and to the law of 
shrinkage and fold. I should not insist on these natural features if 
they had not contributed in so marked a manner to determine the 
character of the different peoples with whom we are here cqncerned. 
Whatever opinion we may hold of the value of political geography — 
and indeed there can scarcely exist another study which is so often 
and so wilfully misused — the large scale on which Nature has worked 
in Asia, and the great differences both of climate and of natural 
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conditions which distinguish the lofty highlands from the buttress 
ranges which support them, and from the low alluvial plains, have 
combined with ethnological causes to produce a large correspondence 
of distinct geographical areas with natural and important political 
divisions in the distribution of the human race. It is therefore 
useful for our present purpose to define in a convenient manner the 
limits of the plateau within Turkish territory on the north and on the 
south. On the north, and on the section between Erzerum and the 
coast, the plain between Baiburt and the Vavuk l\ass, which appears 
to belong to the same characteristic formation as that which has just 
been described, and on which the remains of ancient Armenian 
churches still testify to the historical extension of Armenia to this 
point, may be regarded as the meeting-place of the plateau with the 
ranges of the northern terrace land. On the south the serrated 
mountain system, which, like the gloomy wall of a Norwegian fiord, 
overhangs the southern shore of Lake Van, and which is continued 
along the plain of Mush and westwards to the neighbourhood . of 
Kharput, has already been mentioned in these papers as the northern 
limit of the southern terrace zone. 

In estimating the population of these Turkish provinces 1 have 
found it convenient to follow the method which was adopted in the case 
of the Russian territory, and to select those existing governmental 
divisions which correspond in a general manner to the area of the 
plateau. The area of these governmental divisions composes the 
political area with which we shall deal. For this purpose 1 have taken 
the following Governments, or divisions of Governments : the whole 
of the Goj^ernment of Erzerum, that portion of the Government of 
Van which constitutes the Sandjak or governmental division of Van, 
the whole Government of Ritlis with the exception of the Kandjak 
of Sert, which belongs to the terrace land. On the >vest I have 
included that small portion of the Government of Eiarbekr which is 
formed by the Oaza or governmental sub-division of Pain, and the 
whole of the Government of Kharput, which includes the Deyrsira, 
with the exception of the Sandjak of Malatia. The superficial 
measurement of the area obtained in this manner amounts to 
about 42,000 square miles, which compares with the figure of 
22,000 given in the first paper as the area of the Russian por- 
tion of the plateau within the boundary there defined. Although 
the Turkish territory, thus delimited, overlaps on the south with 
the terrace land and includes the heads of the great passes 
which lead down from the plateau to the Arab plains, yet I 
think it will be found that we are avoiding a serious error 
which even some of our ablest consular ofiicials appear to me to 
have made. When Mr. Goschen was actively pursuing his inquiries 
and endeavouring, in coUnection with the Armenian Question, to 
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discover sni^e i/ronnd upon ‘ichicli to hiiildy tbe statistics which were 
supplied to him not only represented' the populalfeion of the plateau 
but also included in one and the same estimate ‘ extensive districts 
which lie outside it and wliich present conditions so entirely dis- 
similar as tp render such a co-ordination misleading, at least for those 
purposes of practical construction which were present to his mind. 
A single instance of such error will illustrate what I mean. The 
Government of Van includes the Sandjak of Hakkiari, a wild and 
seldom visited region which belongs to the terrace land. It is 
inhabited by Kurds, who for the greater part are in the pastoral and 
nomadic stage^ and by Nestorian Christians, whose ancestors fled from 
persecution to these luountains and who are scarcely more civilised 
than the Kurds. So difficult of access is this rugged country, and so 
remote from the seat of Government are the principal centres which 
it contains, that it would be a work of no small difficulty to administer 
it efficiently from Van. As a consequence it enjoys a practical 
immunity from authority, a boon much appreciated by the Kurds. I 
have* purposely omitted this division of the Government of Van from 
the area and from the statistics with which we are concerned; yet it 
has been ’'included by others in their estimate of the population of 
the Acin^ian provinces, although the number of Armenians wlio may 
have flltefied into it must be infinitesimally small. The problems which 
are presented to a governor on the plateau by reason of the difference 
in.rehgion and in habits of the peoples over whom he is called to 
ruje affe quite sufllcient to absorb his attention without the addition 
to ];iis>jarisdiction of districts which, if llussia were mistress of the 
country, would be constituted into a military government and#subjected 
toip^litary law. 

1fn the case of these Turkish provinces I have found it a task of the 
greatest ^difficulty to arrive at a statistical estimate of tlie population 
upon ^hich it might be possible to rely. The results which I am 
aboqt tp pj*esent are the outcome of a long and laborious investigation 
pura^ed io the country itself, in which I was sometimes aided, but 
more.^fcen bewildered, by the lists which I had in ray possession, and 
which have either already been publislied, or were furnished to me by 
private friends. In the absence of a census conducted on scientific 
principles any figures can only be approximately correct. Two 
poBsiblQ sources of information exist which, in the first ipstance, it is 
natur'al to Consult. The first are the official lists which are published 
in the almanacs of each Government, and which profess to give the 
nufecibers both of Mohammedans and of Christians inhabiting each 
Caza. or administrative sub-division. The second are the books of 
the diocesan authorities who, under the 1 4th and 96th Articles of 
the 80 -called Armenian constitution, are enjoined Jto maintain 
complete records of all births, ^nd d,faths* jrtiiong Armenians in the 
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diocese, and to^provide copies to the'Central Bureau of the Patriarchate 
in Constanjiinople.^ 'Bub the'diocesan authorities are chary of recording 
information' Which conflicts with the number of Armenians yvho are 
placed for purposes of. taxation upon the Government lists; and these 
lists themselves are founded upon a system whose essential tendency 
it is to underrate the number of the population, Mohammedan and 
Christian alike. Owing to the seclusion of women in Ihe East no serious 
attempt is made to count the female population ; while in tjie c^fcs.^ of 
males, the figures in the official statistics deriv^'e from the military (jehstis, 
which is at best a very imperfect record, and which each man strives his 
utmost to evade. All Mohammedan males are liable to be enrollec} in 
the army, while the Christians are obliged to pay an annual t<tx 
which exempts them from military service, and which is incident at 
birth. In the case of the sedentary population it is probable that 
the Christians evade this census to a greater extent than ^iheit ' 
Mohammedan neighbours : for the budget of a Clndstian family is 
immediately menaced by the birth of a male child. On the 'othefe 
hand, there are extensive districts on the southern portion of the 
plateau in which the Kurdish tribes inhabiting them are in a state 
approaching independence, and have nev(T been counted at all. 
The official lists must for these reasons b(' used with much discrimina- 
tion and care. In one Government they will be compiled with som^ 
measure of completeness ; in another they will be defective as regards 
the Armenians ; in yet another as regards the Kurds. In addition 
to this source of information there are the estimates which have been 
made in particular districts by private people engaged in business, 
and who know their own district well. ^Jhe figures which emjinate 
from the Armenian Patriarchate, and which have found their way into 
the Blue Books, have evidently been designed to subserve a 'political 
purpose, and may bo dismissed under a sense of disappointment and' 
disgust. Before presenting in summary form the results at which 'I 
have arrived, two points suggest themselves to me as callfng*^ fdr 
remark. In the first place I am satisfied tliat the total population bf 
the country is in excess of the figure which I give. That figure oply 
shows a percentage of population to the square mile of al>ont ; 
in the Russian provinces, which can scarcely be called populous by 
comparison, although they probably contain less waste • land, .the 
percentage is about 47. Secondly, while the greatest care has been 
taken to get the totals of the different peoples at least correct in 
the proportion which they bear to one another, it is probable in 
the case of the Armenians and of the Kurds that even for this 
purpose the figures are a little too low. I have preferred to content 
myself with reproducing the statistical materials which, however 
imperfect, t dbtfslder the best, and only to mention in this connection 
the general impression which I have received. The population of 
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the plateau within Turkish territory for the area already delimited 
may be conveniently divided in the following manner : * 

( Turks (Sunni Mohammedan) . . . 442, 04() 

IMussuImans < Kurds (Suniii Mohammedan and Kizzil- 

( bash) 410,812 

j Armenians ((Iregorians ; some Koman 
Christians (.^itholics and Protestants) . . ;»87,710 

I Creeks ....... 1,004 

Others . • . . . ♦ . . 0,78J> 


Total 1,252,811 

It may also be useful to add these figures to those which I have 
given for the Russian provinces. The population of the whole 
plateau within the political limits which I have traced will then be 
represented by the following figures : 


Avmeni.‘\ns 


Russians . 

. 1 t 

Turks 

Kurds 

. ITlt.C.Ti! 

Otliois 

. s 1,4:5!) 

Tatars 

Greeks , 


i 

'Fotal 2,:‘) 18,551 


Amonfifthe inhabitants of these Turkish provinces who are classed 
as* Mussulmans there exist considerable differences both of race and of 
religion ; but for our present purpose it is most useful to distinguish 
them according as they are Turkish or Kurd. Under the former 
name I have counted the Mussulman population of the northern 
portion of the Government of Erzerum, or, to use more specific lan- 
guage, of the entire Government of Erzerum, with the exception of 
the Sandjak of Bayazed and the Cazas of Khinis, Keghi, and 'JWdjan. 
I have ajso included as Tmkish one-half of the Mussulman inhabitants 
of the Gaza of Passin, In the Gov ernments of Van and of Bitlis the 
only portion of the population which I have thought it safe to number 
as Turkish are the Mussulmans in the towns of Van, Bitlis, and 
^lush : as citizens in governmental centres they are attached, if not 
by a common origin, at least by a common character and common 
sympathies, to the interests of the ruling race. In the case of the 


* It is interesting^ to compare these results, which were obtained quite independently 
and before I had seen his estimate, with the Jigures given by the late Mr. 4'aylor, foV 
many years British Consul for Erzerum and the surrounding country. Mr. Taylor 
knew the country intimately, and had travelled extensively in it. On his figures are 
based those which have been given by his successors in office, and which appear in 
the Blue Books. After making the neces.«:ary deductions for districts annexed to 
Russia since the date of Mr. Taylor’s reports, his estimate of the population, as 
julapted to the area with which we arc dealing, is as follows : Turks, 348,350, Kurds, 
406,982, Christians, 3.52,057— total, 1,107,989. This estimate corresponds in a satis- 
factory manner with mine, after we have made allowance for information, either new 
or more complete, which has appeared with reference to certain districts since 
Taylor’s time. The census shows that Taylor under-estimated the Turks who 
inhabit the northern Cazas of Erzerum Vilaet. Taylor also placed thd Kizzilbash 
Kurds of the Deyrsim at 110,000. Relying on more recent reports, T place them at 
.50,000. 
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Gqvernment of Kharput and of the governmental division of Palu, I 
have been unable to verify by general acquaintance the estimates 
which I have adopted as the best : these estimates make the Turkish 
about as strong as the Kurdish element in the Sandjak of Kharput, 
and a little less numerous in the Caza of Pain. That part of the 
Mussulman population of the Sandjak of Deyrsim who are counted as 
adherents of Government may most usefully be classed as Turkish 
and have been included in the roll of Turks. In the several Govern- 
ments the remainder of the Mussulman inhabitants compose the total 
which has been given for the Kurds. 

To express these results in general language, we may say that the 
seat of the Turkish population is the country on the north of Erzerum, 
while the Kurds inhabit the more southerly districts which extend to 
the southern terrace land. J^ut what is the meaning of the name 
Turkish, which has been used to distinguish the one from the other 
element ? We must certainly guard ourselves from the danger of 
attributing to a convenient political designation an ethnological sense. 
We are justified in declaring that the Mussulman inhabitants of the 
northern districts of the Government of Erzerum are not of Kurdish 
origin ; on the other hand, the ground is less tenable it we suppose 
that they belong to the Turkish race. Uow large an admixture of 
Turkish blood may How within their 'veins is a (juestion which it is 
impossible to determine : it was rather the f(‘rtile country on the west 
of the Euphrates that presented the most attractive settling ground 
•to the invading hordes of Turks. I am given to believe that a con- 
siderable number derive from the widely spread Georgian family; but 
that family has here mixed with other race elements of which the 
Turkish is one. In what pertains to national solidarity, in the pos- 
session of common interests and common sentiments, these Mussul- 
man inhabitants of the northern districts may justly be classed as 
l^urks. But even this statement is subject to exception and can not 
be universally applied. Just as in the northern zone of terrace there 
still exist whole districts of which the inhabitants have adopted the 
Mohammedan religion, but retain their essential affinity to the Greek 
race to which they belong, so on the plateau itself among the ranks 
of the Mussulmans may be found considerable aggregates of people 
who, although of Armenian origin, profess the dominant creed. In 
the northern province an important instance of this change in religion 
rather than in nationality is found in the district of Tortum between 
Erzerum and the town of Olti ; the Mussulman inhabitants of that 
district are said to be the descendants of the ancient Armenian 
families who are know’ii to have inhabited it within historical 
times. 

While the Turkish inhabitants are engaged in agriculture and in 
those pursuits of urban life which attach to the service of Government 
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or of individuals, or to the less ambitious among the requirements of 
industry and commerce, the Kurdish population, on the other hand, 
present a variety of social development which includes both the 
sedentary and the nomadic state, the organisation of the commune 
and the tribe. A people who wore tnown to a remote antiquity and 
whose character is already sufficiently familiar in Europe, the Kurds 
who inhabit the plateau are not only distinguished from one another 
according to the piano of social lifo to which they have attained, but 
are divided by essential differences of language and of creed. From 
the neighbourhood of the town of Sivas in Asia Minor to beyond 
Malatia on the south, and between the two branches of the Euphrates 
to the vicinity of Mush, the Kurds, although classed in the official 
lists as Mussulmans, neither practise the orthodox religion nor speak 
the same dialect as their neighbours of kindred race. Branded 
throughout the nearer East under the opprobrious name of Kizzilbash 
they harbour a sullen hatred of the Turkish Government, whose 
attempts to convert them to orthodoxy they resent ; while towards 
the Christiana they are drawn by the impulse of a common anta- 
gonism to the existing order, and by the respect in which they hold 
the Christian religion, in the person of whose Founder they recognise 
an incarnation of God. Their religion, so far as we know it, bears 
the impress of the Aryan mind, which seeks for a human embodiment 
of the Deity : they invest with divine attributes Moses and Jesus, 
Mohammed and AH. Their language, although a branch of the 
Kurdish, contains an admixture both of Persian and Armenian words, 
and is said to differ so greatly from the prevailing dialect of the 
Kurdish tongue that those who are familiar with the one are unable 
to understand the other. While they^practise the rite of circumcision 
and have adopted certain of the observances of Islam, the contempt 
in which their religion is held by their Mussulman neighbours of the 
Sunni* sect disposes them against the dominant creed in which they 
recognise the most dangerous enemy of their own peculiar faith. In 
brief, they constitute a separate element in the Kurdish population of 
the plateau, and the numerical value of this element may be placed at 
a third of the total figure which I have given for the Turkish Kurds. 
Their geographical position between and about the two branches of 
the Euphrates invests them with some contemporary importance from 
a military point of view ; and they hold the wild and mountainous 
country on the south of the headquarters of the Turkish Army Corps at 
the town of Erzingan. In this district, which is known under the 
name of the Deyrsim, they have long resisted and continue to resist the 
imposition of the Turkish yoke. They are here in the tribal and 
pastoral state, but they have been obliged, by the rigour of the 
climate, to build houses, and they cultivate small strips of land. In 
the country on the west and east of the Deyrsim the Kizzilbashes are 
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peaceful and industrious peasants, of whom most travellers have spoken 
with respect. 

If we draw on the map an imaginary line from Mush through 
Erzerum towards the sea, the Mussulman population of the Turkish 
provinces are distributed in the following manner over the area of tho 
plateau. On the north of Erzerum, and on either side of this line, 
the Turkish population extend from the Russian border on the east,, 
along the banks of the Western Euphrates on the west, to ita 
junction with the eastern branch. The country south of Erzerum ' 
and on the west of this line is the seat of the Kizzilbash Kurds,, 
while on the east are situated the Kurds who profess the orthodox 
religion, and speak the prevailing dialect of Kurdistan. The terri- 
torial extension of the Kurdish people varies as the forces of order- 
are strengthened or decline, but their original home and natural 
habitation are the mountains of the terrace land. From the* 
Euphrates on the west to the Persian Gulf upon the south the zone- 
of buttress ranges which support the plateau of Armenia and Persia, 
and which we know at first under the name of Taurus and then 
under that of Zagros, is inhabited by tribes of Aryan origin, who are 
distinguished by considerable variations in dialect and in religion,, 
but who present the common characteristic of an inveterate aversion to 
settled life and to the imposition of the yoke of law. Their manner 
of living is directly determined by their geographical position. As 
spring develops into summer and the yellow drought creeps higher 
and higher up the slopes of the mountain sides, they ascend from 
one to another step, from a lower to a higher chain, and arrive,, 
perhaps at the approach of autumn, on the fringe of the table-land. 
When at length the season is ^verging upon winter the migration 
southwards begins. A continuous throng of sheep and goats and 
liorses and weather-worn people of either sex and every age flows 
slowly down the blighted country, filing by tortuous tracks between 
the boulders or pausing, about the noonday hour, by the bed of a. 
shaded stream. At the foot of the range, on the verge of the vast 
alluvial plains through which the Tigris winds, is placed their winter 
encampment : their tents are sufficient shelter against the climate of 
the low country, which even through the colder months is temperate* 
and mild. These yearly migrations of the Kurdish tribes are not 
conducted without great suffering on the part of the settled popula- 
tion ; their granaries are plundered by the shepherd army, and the 
land which they might have cultivated is occupied by the nomade 
during winter as pasture for their flocks. J5ut this is a problem 
which belongs to the land of terrace, and which applies in a less 
essential manner to the population of the plateau. On the plateau, 
these Kurds are an alien element ; the great distance of their pastures 
from the plains of the Tigris makes it difficult for them, if not 
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impossible, to pursue their usual migration; the rigorous winter 
obliges them to discard their tents and inhabit villages, and to take 
the first step towards a more settled order whore further develop- 
ment may justly appear to them incompatible with their tribal 
organisation and their independent life. 

We may place at the kernel of the Armenian Question in Turkey 
the difficulties which arise from the presence of this Kurdish popu- 
lation upon the plateau. It is true that a considerable number 
among them have become industrious cultivators and subsist on the 
fruits of their own toil. According as the period which separates 
them from their former life is long or short, or the name of their more 
lawless kinsmen is despised or respected, these peasants will answer 
the traveller who inquires to what people they belong either by 
replying that they are Osmanli or by owning to their being Kurds. 
In the first case they rank themselves with the settled ^J\irkish popu- 
lation ; in the second they acknowledge the l)ond which attaches 
thorn to the free life of the tribe. But the weight of this agricultural 
element lies in the scale of peace ; it is otherwise with those Kurds 
who retain to the full their tribal organisation and who pasture their 
flocks on the lofty highlands which extend to the plain of Erzerum. 
It is possible that from a remote period the nomads of the terrace 
land may have advanced the limit of their summer journey beyond 
the plain of Mush to return at the approach of winter to the neigh- 
bourhood of Diarbekr. How far their migration should be extended 
would be determined by the distance which separated them from their 
winter quarters and by the degree of resistance which the settled 
peoples might be able to offer to their unwelcome approach. Tlie 
fall of the feudal system in Turkey and the decline of the power of 
the Turkish Beys may no doubt have contributed in a sensible 
manner to open a breach to the Kurds ; but it appears that a 
powerful colony of this people were brought to their present seats 
through a definite act of public policy on the part of the Turkish 
Power. After the defeat of the Persians in the plain of Chalderan 
in 1511 it became necessary to arrive at a permanent settlement of 
the Kurdish provinces ; and it formed part of the plan pursued by 
Edrisi, the distinguished Minister of Selim the First, and himself a 
Kurd of Bitlis, to remove a portion of this turbulent people from the 
country of their home and to settle them along the new frontier of 
Turkey in the districts bordering upon l^ersia and Georgia which had 
been acquired from the Shah. It is said that they were granted a 
perpetual immunity from taxation on the condition that they would 
act as a permanent militia upon the border which had been given 
them to guard. Neither the evidence of subsequent history nor the 
contemporary political situation upon the plateau can be taken to 
have established the wisdom of a policy, which appears to have over- 
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rated the capacity of the Kurds whether for benefit or for harm. On 
the one hand, by adding to the area inhabited by them, the Turkiali 
Government seems rather to have increased the difficulties which 
have always beset their efforts to hold this people in check ; and, on 
the other, their experience of the value of this militia can scarcely be 
so pleasant a memory as their persistent continuance in a worn-out 
ideal might lead us to expect. ]3uring the two campaigns against 
Russia of 1829 and 18*54 the Kurdish chiefs played off one Power 
against another, and are even said to have assisted the invading 
armies by pffording a passage though their country and by providing 
them with supplies. In the campaign of 1877 they were the most 
dangerous element in the Turkish Army, and are described by an 
eye-witness of the several actions in Asia as a grotesque corps of 
irregular cavalry breaking into groups when resisted and altogether 
unfitted for 'the serious operations of war. Their atrocious cruelty 
towards the wounded and their mutilation of the dead was* visited 
upon the heads of their afflicted protectors in a general execration of 
the Turkish name. Yet even the bitterness of this disappointment 
and the scarcely doubtful lesson of several minor wars, which within 
the course of the present century they have been obliged to conduct 
against the Kurds, seem not to have convinced the Turkish Govern- 
ment of the folly of endeavouring to humour a people who will only 
then be of assistance to them when they have lost for ever the 
power of resistance, and ranged themselves on the side of law. The 
reigning Sultan in his dealings with them has inclined to the old 
policy ; he has sought at once to civilise them and to render them 
more efficient from a military point of view. In the wild and 
seldom visited country between the plain of Alashkert and the Lake 
of Van I was able to gain a practical acquaintance with the methods 
which are being pursued. In the village of Patnotz, the principal 
seat of the notorious tribe of Ilaideranli, a solid stone structure, which 
has been designed to serve the several purposes of a mosque, a 
school, and a residence for the chief, stands out from the usual cluster 
of mud hovels, a palace among ant-hills. In every larger Kurdish 
village I found a petty officer of the Turkish array bewailing the 
sad fate which had brought him to this exile and his own impotence 
to control the slippery people and constrain them to attend his drills. 
A new name, that of Hamidieh, has been given to this irregular 
cavalry, and they have been liberally supplied with uniforms from 
the Turkish magazines. The headquarters of the corps are at Melaz- 
gerd on the Eastern Euphrates or Murad Su, and over thirty 
regiments have already been registered upon the area of the plateau. 
Each regiment has a nominal strength of about 600* men. But they 
have never yet manoeuvred together, and when in 1892 a detachment 
from each regiment paraded at Eraerum, I am informed that the whole 
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number did not amount to 2000, and that the sorry spectacle was 
presented to the general of a motley company of aged men and half- 
grown youths mounted on horses which wanted muscle and had perhaps 
never tasted corn. It is pleasant to acknowledge the good intentions 
of the Sultan in endeavouring to educate the Kurds and to organise 
them in a more efficient manner for the purposes of serious war : 
the ideal which has no doubt been present to the mind of his military 
advisers is the example of the Russian corps of Cossacks. But the 
mild measures at present in favour will never attain this result j 
it is not under such a policy that the Kurds will bo subjected to 
the regular discipline of a camp. Kither the young men must be- 
taken from their native province and trained in the armies of the 
empire at a distance from their homes, or the entire people must be 
made to bend to the yoke of an e(jual civil law, whose provisions they 
at present evade and whose ministers they successfully defy. 

While the Turkish Government have little reason to be satisfied 
with the results of their experiments with the Kurds, the effects 
which derive from their presence on the plateau are disastrous in 
the extreme. Yet it is not the Mussulmans so much as the Armenians 
who are afflicted by this scourge. Let ns pursue a little further our 
original analysis. Transplanted from their natural camping grounds^ 
and obliged through the long months of an arctic winter to provide 
themselves and their animals with shelter and with food, this pastoraJ 
people were quartered on the Armenian villages, but were required 
by Government to pay an annual tax in return for the accommodation 
which during winter they received.* But an arrangement which 
was based on the just principle of insuring to the Armenian a fair 
remuneration for the lodging which he furnished, and the fodder 
which he supplied, was put into practice by the local authorities in a 
characteristic manner : the proceeds of the tax were committed to* 
their own coffers and their proper destination was ignored. In 1842^ 
after the promulgation of the celebrated charter of reforms which is 
known under the name of the llatti-Sherif of G ulkhane, a beginning 
was made towards the abolition of the system ; the Kurds in the- 
neighbourhood of Mush were allotted certain villages which had been 
vacated by the Armenian emigrants, and the Armenians of the district 
were relieved of the heavy burden which they had previously been 
obliged to bear. At the present day, the pastoral Kurds of the 
plateau have all their own villages, and the old system, except in 
isolated instances, may be said to have disappeared. Yet even now 
they justify their raids upon the Armenians on the ingenious plea of 
the ancient right of quarter which they consider they are entitled to 
enforce. Policy also dictates a course which their tender conscience- 
has approved. The Armenians are at once the most impiediate and* 
* This tax is known in the country under the name of Kinldal-^ or winter quarters* 
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the least redoubtable among their neighbours. The courageous Kurd 
equips himself for the foray with a rifle of modern Russian pattern 
and belts bristling with cartridges ; his victims, by a cruel and cynical 
provision, have been deprived by Government of all arms. If the 
Kurd is caught red-handed and is arraigned before the civil authority, 
he will scornfully defy the civil jurisdiction and claim to be tried 
by his military superiors as a trooper in the Hamidieh Corps. When 
the civil branch has been successfully thwarted, the military authorities 
are cajoled, while the injured party is rewarded by the visitation of a 
fresh injury, which he endures without complaint. I can understand 
that in the land of terrace the Kurdish problem presents some 
difficulty : it must always be a task of some magnitude to control a 
people whose migrations extend over so wide an area and whose 
country hides within its recesses such inaccessible retreats. On the 
plateau, the case is quite elementary : the pastoral Kurd belongs to 
a village, and that village is situated in the neighbourhood of the 
pastures from which he is driven by the winter snows. It is not a 
matter of great difficulty to follow up the robbers to their hotnes. 
It is well within the capacity of the existing authorities to enforce^ 
against them the necessary measures of police. But the tribal chief 
are well aware of the consequences which would flow from such a. 
change in Turkish policy towards them, and they exert all the means, 
at their disposal to avert it. Upon the plateau, they enjoy a parasi- 
tical prosperity. Once prevented from levying their grain supplies 
upon the Armenians, and restricted to the legitimate operations of 
barter with the peasantry or reciprocal trade, their tribes would 
gradually melt away, and, while a large number would join the ranks 
of the agricultural population, a remnant only would remain to con- 
tinue the shepherd calling and the tribal life. 

The Armenians are distributed in the following manner over the 
political area of the Turkish provinces. Compared with the number ' 
of the Mussulman inhabitants they are in greater strength in the 
Government of Van than in any other Government : taking that- 
Government as a whole, but of course excluding the Hakkiari, they^ 
exceed by about one-third • the total of the Mussulman population. 
In the town of Van the proportion of Armenians to Mussulmans is* 
about as two to one. In the Government of Bitlis they are in a- 
majority in the neighbourhood of Mush, and in the fertile district of 
Bulanik, north-west of the Lake of Van. On the other hand, they 
are outnumbered by the Mussulmans in the populous Sandjak of 
Kharput, and in the Caza or governmental sub-division of Palu. 
In the Government of Erzerum there is scarcely a district in which 
they are not less numerous than their Mussulman neighbours. Yet 
when estimating the relative strength of the Armenian element, we 
deceive ourselves if we dwell with complacent insistence on the fact 
vox*. Lxvi, 2 a 
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of its numerical inferiority. Several factors essential to such an 
analysis deserve and require attention. In the first place, the most 
fertile portion of the country is held by the Armenians : the beautiful 
region about Lake Van, the vast plains of Bnlanik, of Mush, and 
of Kharput are the principal seats of the Armenian peasantry, a 
peasantry as sturdy as the itussulman settlers, and far more in- 
dustrious and progressive than they. Another advantage possessed 
by the Armenians is their favourable geographical situation in relation 
to the Turks and the Kurds : the Armenian population compose a mass 
of varying compactness, which extends from the east to the west of 
the plateau, and may be said, in a general manner, to divide as with 
a wedge the two branches of the Mussulman inhabitants. Or the 
Armenian may be compared to the middle bedfellow of three. Again, 
the solidarity of the Armenian element, both from a political and a 
social point of view, is a fact which must not be ignored. Nowhere in 
a more conspicuous manner than upon the plateau has the Gregorian 
Church resisted the advances of Home. According to the statistics 
supplied by the Koman Catholic patriarch to Mr. (loschen, the number 
of the Roman Catholics within the limits of our political boundary 
can not amount to 20,000 souls. Of these the great majority 
inhabit the northern districts of the Government of Erzerum, while in 
the country of ^^an and Mush, which is essentially Armenian, there 
are scarcely any adherents of Rome. It is true that the Protestant 
community is growing : if we include the mission of Mardin outside 
the plateau they are over 10,000 strong. But the ultimate object 
which is present to the Protestant missionaries is not to subvert the 
national Church or to attach it to their own denomination, but rather 
to raise the standard of the national religion and to improve the social 
condition of the people among whom they have come to live. 
Finally, wo must not overlook the high place which the Armenians 
already occupy in the economical order of the country, and the fact 
that the Armenian population is capable of very rapid expansion 
under kinder circumstances. 1 have already spoken of the Armenian 
peasantry : yet while agriculture suffers from the disappearance of the 
Armenian from the soil, the place which he now occupies in the less 
rudimentary grades of civilised life can never be supplied. The 
worn and crippled machine of industry functions through him alone. 
His advancement means the progress of the country ; his removal is 
the cause of its decay. Yet the stream of emigration continues, and 
is gathering fresh volume every year. The general exodus of the 
Armenian population, which ensued upon the retirement into Russian 
territory of General Paskiewitch in 1839, has been followed by a 
gradual process of depletion, which varies in intensity according as 
harvests are good or disastrous and the Ivurds are encouraged or 
restrained. During my stay in the country the Armenian peasantry 
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of considerable districts were exerting themselves to pay ofi* their 
debts, and to obtain permission to leave. Many were Hying to the 
liussian frontier to seek an asylum from the Kurds. A change in 
policy is alone needed to transform a country which is rapidly 
becoming a desert into a prosperous and progressive province. 
Behind the Armenian population of the plateau stand their kinsmen 
who inhabit the less distracted districts of Asia Minor. At the first 
approach of a better era many of these would seek with eagerness the 
ancient home of their race. Many of the emigrants into Russia 
would return to their old seats. The tide now setting to America,, 
whence the Armenians, like the Irish, transmit large sums of money 
to their less prosperous relations at home, would slacken if it did not 
cease. A country which even in its wildest regions still retains the 
traditions of Armenian civilisation, and is adorned with the remains 
of Armenian architecture, would resume the old order in a spirit 
essentially new.* 

Hitherto our study of the Armenian Question has been confiped 
to a definite political area corresponding in a general manner with 
the area of the Armenian plateau. It remains to connect the analysis 
which has heie been presented with the wider subject to which it 
belongs, and to resume with a view to a practical solution the results 
at which we have arrived. A treatment in outline of this portion of 
the inquiry is all that the space at my disposal will permit. 

1. I have already alluded to the vagueness of idea which underlies 
the language of the clause in the Berlin Treaty, under which the 
Porte engages to introduce reforms in f/ic irrorttim inlnthitnl by t/n 
Armeniam. The literal application of that clause would extend 
over so wide an area, and would be encountered by such a variety of 
local conditions that any attempt to enforce it in the letter is doomed, 
under present circumstances, to a barrenness of result. The total 
number of the Armenians in Turkey was given by the delegates at 
the Berlin Congress as amounting to o, 000, 000 souls. This figure is 
certainly too high. An Armenian clerical writer, who appears not to 
err on the side of exaggeration, t has placed the total of Armenians' 
in Turkey belonging to the Gregorian faith, that is, of the great bulk 

* The emifijration of tlie Armenians into llu.ssia is rondiu toM under considerable 
difficulties ; it is no easy matter for the Ttus'^iaii Go\eniment to find a provision for 
the more needy refugees, and, unless they are provided with passports, they are 
filways liable to be turned bark at the frontier. It is only a very desperate situation 
at home that drives lh (3 Armenian peasantry into Uussian territory. J)iiring 189a 
upwards of 3500 of such passports wen* rcgistercMi by the Uussian Consulate in 
Erzerum, and, in addition these emigrants who were able to comply with the proper 
formalities, a large number, chiefly tn>m tlie district of Khinis, cont rived to find a 
refuge upon Kussian soil. The country was suffering from the effects of the disastrous 
harvest of 1892, and, owing to the scarcity of all giain and to the raids of the Kurds, 
who were carrying off what yet remained, the Armenian peasantry of some districts 
were face to face with si arvation. 

t Vahan Vartabed, in an Armenian ncwspiper published at Constantinople, the 
Djeridei Sharki^j under date the December, 188(i. 
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of the Armenian population, at 1,263,900 souls. It is reasonable to 
suppose that the Armenian subjects of the Sultan number upwards 
of one and a half millions, of whom some half million may be taken 
to inhabit the political area with which we have been dealing, after 
cousiderable but somewhat arbitrary additions have been made to 
supply the shortcomings of the statistical lists. The remainder are 
distributed over the provinces of Asia Minor, or collected in Con- 
stantinople and the large towns. It is true that the recent recru- 
descence of the Armenian Question has occurred on ground outside 
the plateau ; the towns of Asia ]\Iinor in the neighbourhood of the 
port of Samsun have been the scene of several dangerous collisions 
between Armenians and the Turkish authorities. But I have not 
been able to learn that the condition of those districts presents any 
cause for permanent disaffection, and I do not believe that this recent 
revolutionary movement was either spontaneous in its nature or indi- 
genous in its growth. The extreme severity with which the outbreaks 
upon the plateau during 1890 and in former years have been quelled 
has cowed the spirit of the Armenians in the country of their home ; 
and however great and real are the wrongs which they there endure 
they have learnt to bear them in silence, and without attempting to 
obtain redress. The movement, suppressed in the place of its origin, 
has broken out on new ground. The revolutionary party, disappointed 
of support in Van, and Mush, and Erzerura, have transferred their 
efforts to the peaceful towns of Asia Minor, where they work on 
virgin soil. They appeal to the patriotic instincts of the Armenians, 
to their sympathies with their more afflicted kinsmen, to the sense of 
their own inequality with the Mussulmans, and to the hopes which 
the example of Eastern Europe has fed. But it is not the condition 
of the Armenians in Asia Minor which invests the Armenian cause 
with reality, and provides it with a reasonable aim. It is rather the 
Uiggravated political situation in the country with which we have been 
•concerned, and the definite political problems which that situation 
presents, that constitute at once the justification of the cause, and its 
solid foundation on fact. The Armenian Question in Turkey, con- 
sidered as a practical issue in the politics of the present day, is a 
question of the proper government of the provinces inhabited by the 
Armenians and the tribal Kurds. Thus we are brought back to the 
field of the foregoing analysis, and to the subjects to which it has 
been addressed. 

2. It is true that in another and much more general sense the 
Armenian Question is only part of a larger issue arising out of the 
inequality which exists in Turkey between the Christians and the 
Mussulmans. Just as within some stagnant pool the folded life of 
Nature is revived by the returning tide, so our Western civilisation, 
jecoiling upon Asia, arouses the hopes which have slept for centuries 



THE ARMENIAN QUESTION. 


in the breasts of the Christians of the East. It is not that they are 
denied religious freedom, as some of their partisans are bold enough 
to assert. *The tolerance of the Sultan is active throughout his empire. 
The traveller who has marvelled in the streets of the capital at the 
liberty, almost amounting to license, which is allowed |;o the votaries 
of the several creeds, fermenting human material controlled by an 
invisible force, will only ba confirmed in his original impression by 
the wider experience of a provincial tour. In the country the sound 
of Christian bells falls upon the silence of the landscape as he ascends 
to the lonely cloister nestling in a lap of the hills. In the towns the 
observance of Sunday effects a change in city life whicJi is almost as 
marked as in the West : trades are suspended, shops are closed, 
chimes ring from the churches. It is political equality which is 
denied to the Christiana, and it is most often their efforts to snap the 
yoke of their subservience that embitter their relations with the 
dominant race. The edicts which have pronounced in favour of 
equality are in abeyance. Were these edicts enforced the empire of 
the Sultan would enter upon a fresh lease of life. His Armenian 
subjects, in common with the other Christians, would find in the 
empire a wider field for their activity than could be furnished by an 
autonomous Armenian State. The sentiment of a larger nationality 
would arise as advantages and apprehensions were shared by all in 
an equal measure and without distinction of creed. 

3. These are the hopes or prospects of the future which individuals, 
according to their temper or experience, will be inclined to cherish 
or reject. The practical necessities of the present situation are far 
from raising an issue at pnce so momentous and so large. Apart 
from the Kurdish question, grave vices beset the conduct of govern- 
ment in Armenia. J udged even by the standard of Turkish adminis- 
tration in other parts of the empire, the methods pursued by the 
provincial governors can only be described in the blackest terms. In 
spite of the numerical inferiority of the Armenians, and of the fact 
that they are without arms, a reign of terror has been established in 
the country which poisons the lives of the unfortunate people and 
drives them to treachery or despair. An elaborate system of espion- 
age follows their footsteps, even into the privacy of their homes. Their 
national literature, the works of their classical authors, have been con- 
fiscated and placed under a ban. Our own great writers who have 
found, their way into these distant regions, Shakespeare and Milton, 
are proscribed. Their printing presses, the legitimate pride of their 
cloisters, have been seized. The most innocent poem, the most trivial 
song, is sufficient evidence to support a charge against their young 
men, which brings them to the prison cell. I am inclined to believe 
that a large number of the so-called rebellions are instigated or even 
invented by the governors themselves in order to establish a reputation 
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for zeal. Were it not for the suffering which is caused, the ridiculous 
aspect of such actions would be likely to impress us most. They 
would appear to resemble the clumsy gyrations of the blind Cyclops 
afflicted with panic by a pigmy hand. Yet the blame and the 
ridicule which attach to such a policy can not with justice be visited 
upon the heads of the governors alone. It is a policy which receives 
the approval of the Porte. In the capital itself the sittings of the 
Armenian National Assemblies, which are guaranteed by the Con- 
stitution of 18Co, and which were designed to control both their 
religious and their secular affairs, have been suspended. The 
Patriarch of Constantinople, who directs the affairs of the national 
Church in Turkey, but whose powers are limited and defined by that 
constitution, is reduced to impotence by the action of the opposing 
forces of the (Government on the one side and the people on the* 
other. In adopting these methods the Turkish Government are 
digging the grave of their empire in Asia. On the one hand they are 
engaged in maintaining a situation which, when once the opportunity 
offers, will call for solution at tho hands of Kussia. On the other, 
they are recklessly discarding those very advantages, the habitual 
mildness of their secular rule and the tolerance of their religious- 
policy, which, in face of a dogmatic and censorious rival, are at once 
the safeguard of their dominion and its strongest justification as a- 
contemporary fact. 

4. It IS necessary to notice' two schemes for the government of the 
Armenian provinces which have been put forward, the one by Nubar 
Pasha,* himself an Armenian by birth, the other by the Armenian, 
delegates to the Congress of Berlin. It would bo presumptuous in 
me to criticise the various provisions, dealing with the local govern- 
ment of the country, which men so familiar with the local conditions 
have framed. It is piobable that whatever be the form of govern- 
ment a great part of their recommendations will be adopted in time. 
But I believe that both these plans, regarded as a whole, are open to* 
two serious objections, tho one fundamental, the other arising out of 
an important omission in the adequate presentation of their case. In 
the first place, both authorities postulate a preponderance over others 
of the Armenian element which subsefjuent investigation has not- 
confirmed, and they recommend the appointment of an Armenian 
Governor-General whose tenure of office shall be guaranteed. 
Secondly, although the Armenian delegates accompanied their pro- 
posals with a map upon which they delimited the geographical area- 
to which they should apply, still neither Nubar Pasha, who speaks in 
general terms of an Armenian province, nor even the delegates them- 
selves have presented us with any definite conception of the principle 
upon which delimitation should proceed. It has been my object during* 
* .See the Nineteenth Century Mayauneior September, 1878. 
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tihe coarse of this paper to throw light upon both these points. If 
ever an Armenian province should be created the limits which have 
been drawn in these pages will, I think, be found to correspond in a 
general manner with the practical necessities of the case. The area 
which we have been considering, while it answers mos}j nearly to the 
geographical extension of the Armenian plateau in Turkey, comprises 
a country in which the relative strength of the Armenian element is 
greater than it is within the larger limits which it has been usual to 
assign. Yet the proportion which the number of the Armenians 
within that area bears to that of the other races is very different 
from the proportion which the Armenian projects assume. Having 
regard to the constitution of the population of the province, and to 
the prejudices and animosities which exist, I cannot help thinking 
that his Christian religion and his Armenian nationality would be a 
serious disadvantage to a governor in the inauguration of a new 
rdgimc. I may add that, while I was in the country, 1 gathered from 
several influential Armenians that this opinion was shared by them. 
It is possible to name several Mohammedan officials, high in the 
Turkish service, who have proved themselves capable governors, and 
who would be well fitted to administer the new province should it 
ever become a fact. There is little doubt that the country could be 
governed more efficiently from a single centre than under the present 
system of several different governments, of which each is independent 
of the other, fi^hat centre should be chosen in the country south of 
Ilrzerum, and north of the Lake of Van. The position of the town or 
village of Aklilath on the north-western shore of that lake has already 
in this connection attracted the attention of the Turkish authorities : 
in the year 1818 the plan which was framed by Osman Pasha 
of providing that place with the requirements of a capital came near 
to being carried into effect. A governor acting from Akhlath 
would conduct at the greatest advantage the administration of 
the plateau ; while the different conditions which obtain in tlie 
southern land of terrace, the home of tlie nomads, the proper Kur- 
distan, could best be dealt with by military officials provided with a 
suitable force. However, when once peace had been established on 
the plateau the Armenians who inhabit these inaccessible districts 
would emigrate into the protected sphere. But, even if it be impos- 
sible to convince the Porte of tlie advantages of such an administra- 
tive reform, it is at least reasonable, having regard to the pledges 
which have been given by Turkey to Europe in general, and to the 
moral responsibility which lies upon Great Britian in particular in 
respect of the Armenians, that we should seriously exert ourselves 
with the Turkish Government to secure the appointment of suitable 
officials to the governorships of Erzerum, Bitlis, and Van, and 
that we should require of them, at least within the area of the 
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plateau, to secure to the Armenians complete immunity from the 
depredations of the Kurds. On the other hand, the Armenians who 
inhabit the wilder districts of the neighbouring regions might reason- 
ably be expected to draw more closely to the centres of government. 
Should such and similar measures, conceived in a kindred spirit, be 
taken by the Porte, neither they nor we are likely to be disturbed by 
the exigencies of an Armenian Question ; the Armenians, ts loyal 
subjects of the Sultan, would find in the wide extent of his empire a 
more appropriate field for their enterprise than within the narrower 
limits of the country of their original home. In the contrary case 
it is probable that a solution for the present difiSculties will ultimately 
be found in the constitution of a separate province under definite 
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THE EIGHT-HOURS BILL FOR MINERS- 
ITS ECONOMIC EFFECT. 


I T must not be assumed from the fact that the Eight-Hours Miners 
Bill was discharged in the House of Commons on the 13th 
August last that the question is dismissed, for there is every likelihood 
that the legislative principle will be pressed by the Miners' Federation 
at the first opportunity. It will be useful, however, to weigh the 
arguments for and against the proposed Bill with a view of coming to 
a conclusion, in the light of the most I’ecent information bearing on 
the question, as to whether one of the most hazardous measures 
that has ever been proposed in this or any other country should, or 
should not, be condemned by public opinion. 

Up*to the beginning of the present reign it may be admitted that 
legislation in Great Britain had been shaped and promoted for the 
benefit, for the most part, of what is sometimes referred to as the 
privileged class, now better known by the comprehensive term 
^‘capitalists.” Formerly, the wants and rights of labour were 
persistently ignored, but within the past thirty years tliese wants and 
rights have had faithful and pertinacious exponents, with the result 
that the working men of this country, both as regards their earnings, 
their hours of working, their power of purchasing cheap commodities, 
and their educational advantages, are without doubt on a higher level 
than those of any other country in the world. 

This applies with special force to the workmen engaged in and 
about coal mines, whose interests have been specially and vigilantly 
watched by both friends and representatives in l^arliament, and whose 
hours of labour, wages, safety of employment, and general conditions 
of working and living, are now widely different from what they were 
thirty years ago. Every man “ who loves his fellow-man ” rejoices 
that this is so, but it is well to recognise the dangers which may arise 
VOL. LXVI. 2 H 
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by over-legislation and by pressing forward the claims of labour to 
an extent which may frustrate the wishes and hopes of those who, 
in all good faith, aim at raising the position of the miners, or of any 
other members of the community who earn their livelihood by manual 
labour. 

The writer’s present object is to submit a brief, plain, and unbiased 
estimate of the effect of such a Bill as that proposed upon the com- 
mercial interests of Great Britain, in which, of course, every one is 
directly concerned, with tlie belief that, when the facts and figures 
bearing on the question are carefully considered, the possibility of the 
Bill going forward, in any shape, will be regarded with some 
consternation. 

The question of restricting the hours of labour is, of course, no new 
thing, and so long ago as 1887 an Eight-Hours Bill for Miners was 
brought forward in the House of Commons, but this was rejected by 
159 votes against 105. When, in 1890, another Eight-Hours Bill 
was submitted, a conference took place between the coal-owners and 
the miners, and in February, 1891, the miners stated their case in 
favour of an Kight-IIours Bill, alleging the reasons given below. 
Opposite to these statements are placed the rejoinders given by the 
coal-owners at a subsequent meeting : 


MINERS’ STATEMEX'rS. 

1. That “the hours coal-miners 
work are longer, on the average, 
than those in any other trade in the 
country.” 

2. That ‘‘ the only purii air they 
possess during the day is what they 
take down with them.” 


3. That there are more perma- 
nently disabled men among miners 
than in any other employment.” 


•1. That “ accidents in mines 
occur chiefly in the later hour.s of 
the working shitt.” 


5. That there is no fear of any 
diminution of output. - 


(JOAL-OWXEUS’ REPLIES. 

The miners state their extreme 
time is Oj- to 10 hours, •whereas 
nearly all other trades necessitate 
an absence from home of at least 12 
hours. ^ 

With the modern means of ven- 
tilation, the air in most coal mines 
is (juite as pure and healthy as in 
mamifactorios sncli as mills, work- 
shops, cutlery, file, clothing, and 
boot and shoo works. 

A J\arlijimcritary return pub- 
lished in l«sj)0 sliowed that, the* 
nnmbor of employes injured on 
inihvays was 272*2 per 10,000, in 
coal mines 73*G per 10,000. 

A return asked for by Mr. 
Fenwick, M.P., shows that (so far 
as explosives are concerned) the 
total explosions (in ten years) in 
the first four hours were 125, and 
after the fourth hour, HO. 

The owners state that the reduc- 
tion of output, with the hours 
shortened as proposed, would amount 
to from 20 to 25 per cent. 
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On the general question under consideration, some misapprehensions 
exist, to which attention may be drawn : 

1st. As to the number of hours that a collier now spends at his 
work. , 

2nd. As to the proportion of men at work in and about mines, 
whose work is so arduous and severe as to make it desirable to 
reduce the number of hours in which such work is carried on. 

3rd. As to the distinction between the result of reducing the 
number of hours for a miner’s work, and the alteration^ of hours in 
engineering works like those in which Mr. Mather’s experiment was 
tried. 

4th. As to the effect upon the general trade of the country of 
the colliers’ curtailing not only their own productiveness but that of 
all other men engaged in and arbout mines. 

The third and fourth points raised above are dealt with hereafter, 
but with regard to the first and second, it is probable that the public 
believe that the working collier is, at the present day, obliged to 
work a much longer period than eight hours per day. The best com- 
ment on this supposition, which, of course, would be a strong argu- 
ment in favour of a limitation of hours, is the fact that most colliery 
owners in the kingdom would be prepared to agree at once, if the 
question were pressed, that no collier should be required to work more 
than eight hours, but in the interests of the men themselves it would 
be very wrong to prevent thrifty and diligent men from having the 
power to increase their earnings by an extra half-hour or hour’s work, 
if they choose to do so. 

As a general statement, it may be taken as a fact that very few 
colliers arc now icorking as much as /eight hoars i)cr day^ and over the 
present year, it is very improbable that any collier has worked so 
much as forty-eight hours in any one week ! 

Mr. Chamberlain, in the recent debate, remarked on this point : 
“I have taken the trouble to look at the returns prepared some 
time ago, and I find there is hardly a district in which, at the present 
time, the average time of work at the face exceeds eight hoars. 
Where eight hours is exceeded, it is only by a decimal point.” In 
further confirmation of this, it may be mentioned that, in a return 
presented to Parliament in July 1890, out of 150,000 persons work- 
ing underground, only 25,000 were returned as working more than 
nine hours per day ! Practically, out of the 080,000 workmen and 
boys employed in and about mines, it may be safely asserted that not 
more than 400,000 are working at the coal face, and of these only a 
small proportion are working more than eight hours per day, and a 
smaller proportion still woi:k so much as forty-eight hours per week. 

From this it will be seen that it is somewbat difficult to say for 
whose benefit the intended legislation would be. When several of 
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the above facts came out in the debate in Committee, the supporters of 
the Bill fell back upon the hours worked by the boys in the county of 
Durham ; but if any injustice existed as to them, there is little doubt 
that the miners’ representatives from that county would have brought 
it forward. 

Legislation intended for the supposed benefit of a certain com- 
munity is generally promoted for one of two reasons : 

1st. Because the needs of a certain class demand a change in 
the laws a^ffecting them. 

2nd. Slecause a community, or the parties who represent it, in 
or out of Parliament, ask for a change of legislation with more or 
less unanimity, without, however, being called upon to prove the 
necessity for such legislation. 

The Factory Acts, passed for the benefit of women and children, 
belong to the first category, and the Eight-Hours Bill under con- 
sideration belongs to the second, and it is interesting to note that the 
Bill escaped passing chiefly because of the want of unanimity among 
those whom it was intended to benefit. 

Now that the Bill has passed out of sight for a time, the question 
may be asked : IIow far did the 212 members who voted on the Local 
Option Amendment, and how far did the 450 absentees from the 
House, realise what the object of this Bill was, what its provisions 
leally meant, and what the effect of the Bill would have been had 
it unfortunately passed into law ? As a large employer of mining 
labour, and as one who is making an endeavour to improve the con- 
ditions of life amongst the miners he employs, the writer is glad to 
‘have an opportunity of attempting to answer these questions, and in 
arriving at the conclusions enumerated the point of view of the best 
permanent interests of the miners themselves has been constantly 
and chiefly borne in mind. 

At the outset, brief reference may be made to the probable conse- 
•quences to the mine-owner and the miner if this Bill, in its present 
form, were to become law. As will be proved from indisputable and 
abundant evidence, which will be submitted later, the probable effect 
upon the annual production of coal in the United Kingdom would 
be to reduce it by at least 20 per cent., and, taking the normal 
output at, say, 180,000,000 tons, this would mean a decrease of 
36,000,000 tons per annum. At present, the demand for coal is 
much less than the supply, but the moment the supply falls slightly 
below the demand, the selling price springs up with a bound, as was 
the case in the year 1872, and also during the strike of last year, 
when the prices, in the districts not on strike, experienced swift and 
considerable advances. The effect of the restriction of output which 
would be caused by an Eight-Hours Bill for miners, would promote, 
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even in the present depressed state of trade, a material advance in 
the selling price of coal, an advance which can be safely put at 
several shillings per ton. This would affect every consumer in the 
country. For months, perhaps for a year, this extra price would 
be obtained, and for such period colliery owners would probably 
realise and enjoy higher prohts than they have known since the year 
1873. The colliers, whose wages would be reduced by the shortened 
day, would claim, and would fairly claim, a share in this ephemeral 
prosperity, but both owners and workmen would be enjoying a fool’s 
paradise. Within very few weeks or months from the ti|ne the 
change in prices took place, two of the most important outlets for 
coal would suffer severe shrinkage — namely, the proportion sold for 
export, amounting to nearly 40,000,000 tons a year, and the quantity 
used in the iron and steel trade, amounting to about 30,000,000 tons 
per annum. We have already had serious warnings as to the com- 
petition which exists in relation to our export trade, and it is well 
known that the prices ruling in the iron trade are already so low 
that that industry cannot be carried on if the cost of production is 
increased. What will follow ? The increase in the price of coal 
will cause an increased number of furnaces to go out of blast, and 
will probably cause many iron and steel firms to close their works ! 
The increase in the value of exported coal, at a time when foreign 
producers are permitted to carry on their collieries undc 7 ' the same 
mulitions as at present^ would cause a most serious falling off in our 
export trade. The general demand for coal would therefore fall off,, 
pits would work short time again, prices would go down, and wages 
would be again reduced. 

This forecast of what would happen as the result of the proposed 
Bill will be endorsed by all who have carefully studied the conditions 
on which the prosperity of the coal trade depends. 

The first name on the back of the Eight-Hours Bill is that of Mr. 
Roby, who is a strong advocate of the measure, and one remark made 
by him in the recent debate is pregnant with warning, if applied to 
the broad principle of the Bill. Ho stated that “ iJF they had eight 
hours enacted by the Legislature in one part of the country only, 
they so far tied the hands of the masters and workmen in that part 
as against the other part of the country.’^ If, in place of the words 
“ the country,” the word “ Europe ” is used, Mr. Roby's statement 
conveys an accurate idea of the strangling which English trade would 
suffer by restricted output, whilst German, Belgian, and French com- 
petitors in the coal, iron, and steel trade would reap the benefit of 
such unwise legislation. 

In dealing with this and every other question which affects the 
cost of production, it would be a grave mistake to ignore the important 
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question of foreign competition, but the tendency is to close one^s 
eyes to the certain efiEects of this on English labour until such eflEects 
absolutely stare us in the face. 

Below are given several interesting illustrations of the power of 
foreign countries to compete with England, and. several of these cases 
were submitted by Sir Joseph Pease when a deputation of coal-owners 
met Lord Salisbury a few weeks ago : 

1st. 7000 tons of iron sleepers for Bechuanaland (where the capital 
is all found by England) were sent by Germany. 

2nd. .The roof of the United Service building opposite the Horse 
Guards is of Belgian iron. 

3rd. The girders for Leith Quay were brought from Belgium, and 
not from the Scotch ironworks. 

4th. The large asylum roof in Glasgow was built in Belgium with 
Belgian iron. 

5th. A large buyer of plates and angles in the Middlesborough 
district states that he had a great deal of work in hand, and that it 
was all being done with Belgian iron. 

Gth. Thousands of tons of castings have recently been sent from 
LiGge to England owing to the moulders^ strike. 

7th. One German firm alone delivered 30,U00 tons of steel joists 
into England last year. 

This condition of things is aided by the fact that the freight, for 
iron, from Dusseldorf to Antwerp is 3^. (jtL a ton f. o. b., and from 
Antwerp to London hardly as much ; whilst the rate from the Welsh 
iron district to London is 7s, iuL a ton. 

The development of foreign coalfields is further evidenced by the 
following important figures : 

1st. In 1883 the output of coal in the United Kingdom was 
45 per cent, more than the combined output of Prance, Belgium, 
Germany, Austria-Hungary, Japan, llusaia, and the United States. 
Ten years afterwards (in 1893), with 20,000,000 tons more of output, 
the production of England is 09 cmt. below the combined output 
of the above countries. 

2nd. Fiff IroTu. The output of the world was 17,000,000 tons in 
1884 and 21,000,000 in 1893. In this period the output of Great 
Britain has decreased 13 per cent. The output of the United States, 
Germany, and France has increased nearly 50 per cent. 

Further evidence on the question of European competition is 
furnished by a statement made by Mr. Joseph Adamson, of Man- 
chester, to an important weekly paper, as the result of his recent 
visit (with the Iron and Steel Institute) to Belgium. He said 

** tliat the average rate of wages in several of the works they visited was 

\\\d, per day, as compared with Gfi. per day which was being paid for 
similar work in England. The men were also, taking them all through. 
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steadier and more industrious than English workmen. There were no ‘ St. 
Mondays/ as in this country, and operations went on regularly from week- 
•■end to week-end. This was one of the chief causes of the success of the 
Belgian competition which we had now to meet. As a result, all the 
<3stablishments they went through seemed to be well supplied with work. 
In fact, they heard no grumbling whatever about the state of trade, such as 
was so prevalent in England, and it was not a very pleasing thing to see 
the quantity of work which was going away for the Japan railways, to 
Russia, to Java, and elsewhere, which, not so long ago, would have been 
entirely supplied from England.” 

It would be worse than foolish to ignore the serious -import of these 
facts and figures, and one painfully significant effect of the competition 
referred to has been the falling off in the orders received during the 
past few months by the largest makers of girders in this country. What 
does the loss of such girder orders mean to the British workman ? 
It is probably not generally understood that, taking £5 per ton as the 
cost of iron or steel girders, not less than £1 is paid in wages to the 
workmen who mine the iron-stone and coal, and who are engaged 
(from the blast-furnace to the rolling-mill) in producing the girders. 
Thus every thousand tons of girders imported into this country means 
a los.s of at least £4000 to English labour; another £1000 representing 
royalty, rates, superintendence, &c. The statistics giving the imports 
of girders and finished iron to Great Britain for the first half-year 
of 1894, indicate that the loss in wages to British workmen is at the 
rate of not less than £800,000 per annum. 

This aspect of the case is only referred to for the purpose of 
showing that, at a time when l']nglish industries have 'the utmost 
difficulty in holding their pwn, it is unstatesmanliko and unpatriotic 
to press upon the country a measure, which, even to a slight degree, 
would be likely to increase the cost of important productions like coal 
and iron. As far as can be -judged by the illustrations given here- 
after, such increase would not be slight, it would be most serious, 
and it is obvious that if the shortening of hours increases the cost of 
labour, this tells most seriously with regard to productions like coal 
and iron, in which wages form so large a proportion of the total cost 
of production. 

The stoppage of English works is of course a stimulant to the 
foreign producer, who widens his connection, and this makes it M 
thb more difficult for the English manufacturer to regain lost trade 
when better times recur. 

Whilst referring to the question of’ foreign competition, it is 
interesting to consider how the English miner stands in relation to his 
brethren in the other coalfields of Europe, and the statement on this 
point which the writer submits, will doubtless be as startling to 
others as it was to himself. The statement is an abstract of a 
Report, dated June 6, 1894, which was presented to the Northumber- 
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land Miners’ Mutual Confident Association by its representatives at 
the recent Conference at Berlin, and is as follows': 



1 To CollioriJ. 

Ti» Fillers, Xe. 

Ronr.arks made by Dulcgatcs at tho 
Conference. 

England . 

. G.'?. to G*#. 47. 

i 

4s‘. 97. to 5s‘. 

Leaves no room for reduction. 

Austria . 

2s, 87. 

2s. 87. 

Out. of which they pay 20«. per 
month for house rent. 

France . 

3^*. 67. 

2.*?. 77. 

Work 10 to 11 hours per day. 

Belgium . 

. 2s. 67. to 2s. 87. 


Workmen are not looked upon 
or treated like human beings, 
and work 12 hours per day. 

Germany . 

, 3j«. to 3«. ()7. 

... 



I 


With regard to this statement, it should be noted : 

1st. That it is a record of comparative conditions of work presented 
as an accurate record of facti^ hy the winerfi thrmsdrcs to their co- 
(corkers, 

2nd. That the average earnings of the four countries mentioned, 
indicate that the miners in those countries are receiving, not 10 or 20 
per c^nt. less than the miners of Great Britain, but actually a day’s 
wage which is less than one half of the wage pciicl in this covntry ! 

This statement speaks for itself, but bearing in mind that the cost 
of living in England is less (under similar conditions) than in any 
other part of the world, it is clear that the English collier is better 
oflF, both as regards earnings and hours of labour, than the miners in 
any other country in Europe, 

Another comparison which may be useful to make is that of the 
position of the collier in contrast with other British workmen, and it 
is perhaps not generally understood that there are no workmen in this 
country who receive, on the average, such a high rate of pay per hour, 
and who work so few hours per day, as the average English collier. 
This statement, of course, refers to the hewer, who gets the coal at 
the working face, and it is his admittedly hard work which is used as 
the chief argument for the limitation of hours. 

A number of experiments have been made in various parts of the 
country with a view of testing the effect of shortening the hours of 
labour in engine works and machine shops, and to those who take a 
superficial view of the question the apparent success of these experi- 
ments is allowed to be an argument in favour of the Miners Bill. A 
much-quoted case is the experiment tried by Mr, Mather, M.P., at 
the works of Messrs. Mather & Platt in A^anchester. Mr. Mather 
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tried an eight-hours day for twelve months, and found it practically 
a success. It is, however, scarcely a fair and typical case to judge 
from. Mr. Mather has been in close touch with his workmen for 
twenty-five years, and during that period has shown his interest in all: 
matters concerning the welfare of working men and his own workmen 
in particular, and it is fair to assume that the skilled workmen who, 
in conjunction with their employers, made this experiment were a 
somewhat superior class, willing and wishful loyally to do their best 
to make the experiment succeed. 

Beyond this, however, it is well to remember that, in Mr. Mather's 
case, a larger proportion of the work done is piece-work than in other 
manufactories of the same cliaracter, and further, that the workmen 
who tried the experiment were on their mettle to prove to their own 
union the successful result of the test. 

Note, however, the great difference between the object aimed at 
by Mr. Mather and that in the minds of the promoters 
of the Eight-Hours Bill. Mr. Mather said, ‘‘I want to prove 
that my workmen can give out the best daily results of their 
energy by working eight hours per day instead of nine, and that 
they can yield the same amount of good work (at the same cost) per 
man, in eight hours as they can in nine.” The pi’omoters of the 
Miners’ Eight-Hours Bill, on the contrary, anticipate that the effect 
of the Bill will be to reduce the output per uiaUy and, as a result, to 
raise the cost of the commodity he produces. 

It will be useful at this point to arrive at the truth with respect 
to one very important point with regard to which there appears to be 
a very remarkable divergence of opinion — namely, as to whether the 
passing of the Bill, as brought before Parliament, would seriously 
affect the output of coal, aud, if so, what would be the effect of such 
reduction upon the cost of production ? 

Mr. Asquith has taken an active interest in the Tliglit-Hours Bill, 
aud any expression of opinion from him was entitled to have weight 
with the House of Commons, but on this question he has, unfortu- 
nately, been led into error. On the second reading on the 25th April 
he practically wound up the debate by the statement that he ‘‘ did 
not fear that the introduction of this principle would lead to a decline 
in the production.” In the same debate, a member mentioned that 
Mr. S. Woods, had, in 1888, urged the acceptance of such a» 

measure as this, because it would reduce the annual output of 
coal by 20,000,000 tons, and great weight must be attached to a 
statement (unchallenged at the time) from such a source, such state- 
ment being an entire contradiction of the opinion expressed by Mr. 
Asquith. ^ 

Mr. Asquith, and those who advise him, could not have under- 
stood : 
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1st. That 99 per cent, of the collieries in the kingdom are worked 
by contract — that is, at so much per ton on the coal worked. 

2nd. That at least 90 per cent, have for a long period worked 
short time, the average time worked over the federated district during 
the present year not having amounted to more than days per* week. 

3rd. That, having employment for so short a period, the men work 
at their full capacity during the whole time they are at the working 
face. 

4th. That it is, therefore, obviously certain that a man who works 
seven hours per day instead of eight will only be able to earn seven- 
eighths of the wages he earned prior to his working time being reduced, 
and it is equally obvious that a collier who produces one-eighth less 
coal must take home one-eighth less wages ! 

Noting the diversity of opinion as to what might be the effect of 
the Bill, it occurred to the writer that it would be interesting to try the 
result of a practical experiment, and he therefore arranged at several of 
the collieries with which he is connected to test the question by work- 
ing exactly the same numlrr of lumrs as such colliencs would have 'to icorh 
if the Bill %oere adojjkd. This experiment was made at four different 
collieries under entirely different management, and in each case the 
workmen were told that a short day would be worked. 

The following statement gives the result of this experiment : 



nt 

byslnii. 

Touh 
l)or ila' . 

Ki;fht-hours 

•lay. 

]m;: jIsh. 

Din’crcncc. 

PuTcnsetl poiit 
if CO .l-ffeilert ! 
rtveiveil the 
sumi* wages | 
lor the 

short ••Decl d*iy 
as lor thu 
present hours i 
wurki'ii. j 

i Output 

No. 1 Colliery -IPer cent, of decrease 
(increahcd coht per ton 

500 

300 

22 

0 If/. 

U. 0 Or/. 

[ Output 

No. 2 Colliery -I Per cent, of decrcjase 
( Increased cost per ton 

313 


32 6% 

‘2a. 5‘3f7. 

( Output 

No. 3 Colliery - J*er cent, ot decrease ' 

( Increased cost per ton 

1,417 

1,0S4 

231% 

A'ld. 

1 

•j-yfif/. 




♦ 



The conclusions which may be drawn from the above figures are 
as follows: (Ij The reduction of output varies from 22 per cent, 
to 32 per cent, as the result of the shortened day. (2) The increase 
in cost, due to the same cause, varies from id. to about Is. per ton. 
(3) Assuming that the day’s wages are maintained at the same rate 
the miner earns in the present working hours, the increase in cost 
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would then vary from lOrf. to 2s. 5d. (4) It is only fair to point 

out that, had the experiment been prolonged for some time, the loss 
of outpftt and increase of cost would probably be slightly less. 

It may be urged that these experiments should not be considered 
of value, as they were not made for a lengthened period, but they are 
confirmed by the test referred to in the speech made by Mr. D. Thomas, 
M.P., when the Bill was being considered in Committee. In that case, 
the eight-hours system was tried for a period of no less than thirteen 
months, the output per collier per day, when working the shorter hours, 
being 1*67 tons per day. When working the usual hours, the output 
was 2*06 or a difference of 23 per cent, being almost exactly 
proportionate to the variation in the hours worked. 

Beyond this, it may be pointed out that every colliery in the 
kingdom, once or twice a fortnight, makes a practical test of the 
effect of a shortened day, in the short hours worked on Saturdays, 
when it is found that the tonnage produced is, as compared with an 
ordinary day’s work, nearly proportionate to the hours worked. 

A further point of special importance, as indicating the injustice 
of the measure, is that relating to the inequalities of employment 
to which the Bill would apply. The following are a few instances : 

1st. One man may work at a distance of 100 yards from the pit’s 
mouth, whilst another may have to travel 3000 or 4000 yards. 

2nd. One man may feel that he has strength and energy to 
work long hours in order to get such wages as would enable him to put 
something by for a rainy day. Another may be weak in body, or 
disinclined to work long hours for the sake of improved wages. 

3rd. One man may have a large family that he is bound to, and 
wishes to, support. Another may be a single man with no such 
obligations. 

4th. One man, or set of men, may have a perfectly safe work- 
ing place which they can leave immediately they have finished 
hewing coal. The working place of another set of men may daily 
require special repairs and maintenance to insure its safety on the 
following day, 

5th. One pit may be so favourably placed with regard to 
markets as to be enabled to work full time nearly all the year round. 
Another, with limited markets, or a different class of coal, may be 
able to get orders for only two or three days a week, during which 
short period (judging from existing pits) every workman would wish 
to earn every penny he can. 

How can it appear otherwise than folly to attempt to force upon 
intelligent grown-up men an obligation to restrict their hours of work 
under the extraordinarily different conditions enumerated above, 
bringing down the aspirations of worthy ambition to the level of the 
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idlest and most careless workman ? What a millstone in early life 
such a regulation would have been round the necks of such men as 
George Stephenson, Sir George Elliot, and others ! 

Perhaps the most extraordinary thing in connection with the 
subject under discussion is the fact that, in both debates on the Bill, 
so little has been said to protest against the whole principle involved ! 
It seems almost inconceivable that 281 of the chosen legislators of 
Great Britain should give their vote in favour of an enactment, the 
effect of which, ignoring its economic result, would be absolutely to 
take away freedom of action from a large body of workmen, who, 
over the last few years, have given clear evidence of their 
ability and power to protect what they consider to be their own 
interests ! 

The silence of the Government in the recent debate may, perhaps, 
be explained by the following quotation from Lord Eosebery’s reply 
to the deputation of coal-owners who waited upon him on this 
question some months ago : 

“ If all the gloomy prognostications wore to be realised wliich I have 
heard expressed, any Governiuont and any Legislature would incur grave 
responsibility whicdi entered on any course of legislation such as that which 
you oppose to-day ! 

One of the most significant features in the debate was that 
several members, who were supposed to bo supporters of a legislative 
eight-hours day for miners, made speeches which, for the most part, 
were distinctly condemnatory of the principle under consideration, 
and on this very question of taking away the free will of capable 
and independent workmen, Mr. Storey, M.P., spoke as follows : 

“ Here was a Bill which said to all tho co.'d-niiners in all England, 
wherever they might })e, under whatever limitations they might w^ork, 
whether they wen* in hot or in cool pits, wliether they were in hard or in 
soft coal, whether they had to W'alk two miles to the face of the coal and find 
it broken down, or whether they could go down tho pit and find fresh coal 
there to woi-k ; wdiich said to every one, strong or weak, old or young, under 
all tho conditions of getting into tho pit, whether they wanted to work a 
longer or shorter time according to their local circumstances, ‘ You must all 
work the same time. You must work not more than eight hours whether 
you will or no, whetlier you are a man with twelve children, or whether you 
are a bachelor. You are onlv to remain underground eight hours and no 
more r** 

Mr. Storey added that he would never support such a restrictive 
policy as this, unless it could be proved: (1) That it was for the 
general interest of the country that such a legal limitation of hours 
should be adopted ; (2) That there would be general unanimity with 
regard to the question in the case of those for whose benefit the Bill 
was proposed. As to the first question, it is submitted that, instead of 
such a Bill being for the general advantage of the country, it would 
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be exactly the reverse ; and as to the question of general concur- 
rence, it is more than clear that the antagonists to the Bill in South 
Wales and the northern counties proved the existence of a great want 
of unanimity. Assuming, however, that there was absolute unani- 
mity on the part of the miners of the United Kingdom, it is surely an 
extremely grave matter for Parliament to yield to a demand of, say, 
680,000 workpeople, who might ask for what they consider is a 
privilege and benefit to themselves, whilst the granting of such 
benefit might place a burden, in increased cost of fuel, upon over 
12,000,000 workpeople other than miners, who will have to pay more 
for their coal, and a similar burden upon the general population of 
the country, who, as householders or manufacturers, are large 
consumers of coal. 

In fact, the action of this Bill would be neither more nor less* than 
the protection of a certain class of labour, with the effect of raising the 
cost of the product of that labour, to the disadvantage of the whole 
population of the country, of which the number of workmen in and 
about mines amounts to kss them 2 per cent. If this protection were 
of permanent benefit to this particular trade, it might be open to 
support on that ground, but if the effect of the Bill is, as suggested, 
to raise the cost of the product of labour to such an extent as to cause 
that product to have a diminished market, the parties protected for a 
time will seriously suffer in the long rnn. 

More important than the statements of pledged politicians, and the 
views held by the leaders of the Miners’ Federation, is the feeling on 
this question of the miners themselves in the Federation districts. 
What is this feeling ? In the whole of the collieries in which the 
writer is concerned, and which employ about 15,000 hands, he has never 
heard the question of a reduction of working hours mooted by the work- 
men, and the general impression conveyed by the attitude of the miners 
themselves is that they are entirely indifferent to the whole matter ! 

The possibility of reducing the length of the working day, without 
causing damage to the trades directly or indirectly affected, must 
depend on the ability of the workmen to produce, during a shorter 
time, the same amount and value of work as during a longer time. 
It is, of course, obvious that any man who is now down the pit for, 
say, 8i hours would prefer being down for 8 hours only, and the true 
state of the colliers' mind was probably fairly reflected in an inter- 
view the writer had with one of his men a few weeks ago. The 
miner was asked, ‘‘ Are you a believer in the Eight-Hours Bill ? ” — 
I am.” “Would you not produce less coal in eight hours than 
you do now in the longer period which yop work ? ” — “ I expect I 
should.” “Then would not your earnings be also reduced ?”' the 
answer being, “ Ah, but I don’t want any change that will bring 
down my wages ! ” There is little^ doubt that, if the miners only 
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understood that the effect of the shortened hours must be either to 
reduce their wages or to cause a temporary advance in prices which 
would stagnate trade, they would give a different mandate to their 
representatives on this question. 

A member of Parliament, who voted for the second reading of the 
Eight- Hours Bill, gave the writer the following suggestive personal 
experience as an illustration of the anomalies that sometimes occur in 
carrying out the provisions of such Bills as this. Seventeen years 
ago, a law was passed altering the working hours for women and 
children, and reducing them by about hours per week. In 
compliance with the spirit in which this Act was passed, this 
employer altered the starting hours of Lis mill hands from 0 a.m. to 
6.30 A.M. Some of the hands who had been on by the piece had, 
prior to the alteration of hours, been working to their full capacity, 
and when they found the hours of work shortened, they found their 
own productiveness and their weekly wage reduced, and they came 
to the employer to ask if they might either have a corresponding 
advance in wages or revert to tlie original working hours ! 

He would not break the law ; he could not advance the wages ! 

The agitation on this question has been mainly brought about by 
the Miners’ Federation and its leaders. The leaders of the Federation 
are able men, who work with sincerity and devotion for what they 
consider to be the best interests of the miners ; but they have not yet 
appreciated, as have leaders of the men like Messrs. Burt, Fenwick, 
and Wilson, the dangers which may arise from foreign competition, 
and from endeavouring to artificially maintain selling prices. Their 
general view of the Eight-Hours question was reflected by a recent 
remark by one of them to the writer. He is an earnest worker for 
the Federation, and, in talking over this question, he remarked that 
the present state of trade would be put right when we have the 
Eight-Hours Bill, as this will reduce the quantity of coal produced, 
and raise its value, and also maintain or raise the wages of the 
men.* 

The principles of the Federation, however, will probably be best 
appreciated by reference to a statement by one of its leaders in 
Newcastle on July 13 last, when he said that “the policy of the 
Miners’ Federation is based on the principle that wages* should 
regulate prices and not prices wages.” It is hoped that the time 

* At the colliery where this remark was made the owners have endeavoured to main- 
tain selling prices, in view of the strong position taken np by the men in contending 
for a minimujii w^age for a time. AVith what result ? During the week before these 
words were written the colliery worked two days only, and the colliers earned an 
average wage of rather more than 8^. per day. Would it not have been better for 
the men to have worked four days at 6#. per day, thus enabling the coal buyer to 
purchase his coal at a somewhat less price, stimulating industries which depend, and 
probably always will depend, on cheap fuel, rather than work for two days and be idle 
for the rest of the week ? ♦ 
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will come when these gentlemen will nnderstand that this principle 
is unsound and erroneous, and that there is no chance, in these days 
of cheap transport, of altering the law of supply and demand, unless 
the employers who sell their goods, and the workmen who sell their 
labour, arrive at an international understanding for raising the value 
of both, and there does not appear to be the remotest likelihood of 
this ever coming to pass. 

The only reasonable ground for making a change in the working 
hours of miners . by legislation or otherwise, would be, that the 
working hours of those engaged in producing coal are unreasonably 
long to the extent of damaging the liealth of the workmen, and, on 
this question of health, it is impossible to ignore the importance of 
the evidence as given before the Royal Commission, and as quoted 
in the recent debate by Mr. Gerald Balfour, M.P. who said : 

“ There was only one justificiiion in any degree plausible which ho could 
imagine for legislation of this kind, and it was that such legislation was 
urgently demanded for the health or the safety of those who were employed 
in the mines. As a matter of fact, in the former history of this (piestion, 
this plea was fre(pieiitly put forward, but it had been fairly examined by 
the Royal Commission on I/ibour, and he did not hesitate to say that it had 
boon completely upset. 1^ho conclusions at whioli the Commission arrived 
were that the miners were not in an exceptional position as r6garded the 
unhealthiness of their employment, baton the contrary, that their employ- 
ment was, on the whole, more hc^althy than the average of employments, 
and that, as regarded safely, the Kight-llours ]5ill would not promote 
safety nor diminish the risk of accidents, but would be likely to have the 
effect of increasing them. These conclusions arrived at by the Royal Com- 
mission were not disputed in the ^linority Report.” 

Confirming this, another member, in the same debate, stated that 
statistics proved that out of one hundred occupations, 70 per cent, 
were more deleterious to health than the occupation of a coal-miner. 

In conclusion, the facts bearing on the Eight-Hours question and 
the effects of the Bill, if passed, may be briefly summarised as follows : 

1st. The Bill (had it been passed) would have affected directly about 
080,000 workmen and boys. Of these, 230,000 belong to districts 
which are opposed to the Bill. Of the 450,000 which remain, probably 
not more than 250,000 are working at the “ coal face,” where the 
hardest work takes place, and these are not working, and (as a rule) 
are not required to work, more than forty-eight hours per week. 
Over the past four months they have probably not averaged forty 
hours per week. If legislation is needed for any one, therefore, it is 
required for the remaining 200,000 men and boys who work in and 
about coal mines. But their work (and this should be very carefully 
noted) is no more arduous than that of hundreds of thousands of 
workmen in other trades who now work longer hours. 
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2nd. Whatever hoars (at present shortened by bad trade) the 
miners now work would have been still further limited by this }>ill, as 
a miner now working six hours at the “ coal face would, not have had 
his coal taken out by the other workmen and boys in the mine whose 
hours would be reduced, and as most miners now produce the best 
output they can per hour (working as they do “by the piece ”) their 
wages would be reduced, and the coal-getter would have to pay 
lower wages to the “ filler.” 

3rd. With a reduced output, and the same “ day wages ” and 
standing expenses chargeable thereon, the working cost of collieries 
would be increased. There are hundreds of collieries now working at a 
loss, and they cannot bear an increased cost. If extra men, as the result 
of shortened hours, have to be employed to keep up the output, it is 
obvious that this must be done at an increased cost. 

4th. The certainty of a reduced output as the elfect of this Bill — 
spoken of by reliable witnesses before the Labour Commission — was 
anticipated by Mr. S. Woods in 1888, and is proved by the typical 
experiments particulars of whicli have been given above. 

5th. If the reduced output causes, as it surely must, an increase for 
a time in the selling price of coal, this advance, artificially obtained, 
will quickly be lost, as the demand for exported fuel, and for coal 
used in the iron and steel and some other trades, will shrink imme- 
diately it is found that an advance in price takes place. These ouIj- 
lets for coal cannot command a higher selling price than that which 
prevails at present until a material advance in the value of goods 
produced in such industries takes place. 

6th. The only ground on which a reduction in the hours of colliers 
can be contended for at the present day is the suggestion that the 
occupation is more unliealthy than that of other 'workmen engaged 
in manual labour, and it is submitted that there is no evidence forth- 
coming proving that this is the case. As to accidents, it is proved 
that these are. more numerous (in relation to the number of men 
employed) on railways than in mines. 

7th. The most astounding fact of all, however, is that the House 
of Commons in the debate on the second reading, lasting but a few 
hours, stamped its general approval of the principle of a Bill which : 

1. Would have raised the price of fuel to all manufacturers, 
and to 13,000,000 of the working classes, for the temporary 
benefit of the mining population, numbering under 700,000, or 
only about 5 per cent, of the total number of people engaged in 
manual labour in this country, and taking the increased cost at 
only G(Z. per ton, this would amount to a tax upon the consumer 
of no less than £Jt.^B00fi00 per annum, 

2. Which would have stagnated numerous industries like the 
manufacture of iron and steel. 
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3. Which would have prevented industrious workmen, anxious 
to support and to elevate their families, from exercising their 
manual powers to fair and proper advantage, by working an 
extra hour or half-hour occasionally for the benefit of the families 
dependent upon them. 

4. Which would raise the price of fuel to every consumer in 
the country, whilst other European countries, in which, as has 
been shown, wages are much less and working lioiirs much longer, 
are enabled to go on as before, and to take away from England 
much of its export trade. 

8th. It is submitted that the present is certainly a wrong time to 
raise the question of shortening hours legally or otherwise. Nine- 
tenths of the collieries in this country are now working short time ; 
the whole are probably not averaging more than four days per week, 
and it would be folly to do anything which would tend to check Still 
further the productiveness of labour. 

9th. If any change whatever is needed, it can bo ellected without 
legislation, and in support of this statement the writer ventures 
to assert that coal-owners, with very few exceptions, will probably 
be ([uite prepared to open their pits at any time to the workmen, on 
the condition that no coal-getter need*work more than eight hours per 
day unless he chooses. They would do this with the conviction that the 
coal-getter, were this privilege accorded, would prefer going on as at 
present rather than face the reduced earnings which would follow short- 
ened hours. As regards other workmen in and about mines, their hours, 
compared with those worked by other workmen in other trades, are 
not unduly long. Until some international demand for shortened 
hours for all labour is made, it would be unwise to make any change 
(except in special cases where si)ecially long hours may bo worked) 
in the hours of such workmen. As so much has been done to improve 
the status of the English miner, it is a grave question wliether any 
further step should be taken in this direction until the men who pro- 
duce coal for our foreign competitors have been lifted up to a level 
nearer to that of the English miner. 

loth. The object of Mr. J\Iather, 31.1*., in making the experiments 
as to shortening the hours of his workmen was to ascertain whether, in 
his particular business, the men could produce about as much work in 
eight hours as in a longer period. The case for miners is entirely 
different. A perusal of the facts submitted indicates that the primary 
object of this suggested Eight-Hours Bill could not have bfeen to give 
relief to the men employed in and about coal mines. At a time when 
ihe demand for coal is much less than the supply, the effect of such a 
Bill as that proposed must have been to reduce the production of 
coal, to raise its value, and thus to present an argument for main- 
taining the present satisfactory daily wage of colliers, or for raising it 
VOL. LXVI. 2 I 
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to a higher point. This was the real object of the Bill. If there 
were anything in the state of trade of the country to justify an artifi- 
cial increase in the value of labour — temporary though it might be — 
it might be a fair experiment to make, but the most casual observer 
of the present state of the commerce of the country will admit that 
this is not the time to attempt this policy. 

■ What the House of Commons has decided by so large a majority 
is likely, sooner or later, in some shape or another, to find representa- 
tion in legislation.” * 

This endeavour to define the serious objections to restricting the 
hours of adult labour in coal mines is brought to a conclusion by the 
above quotation from Mr. Chamberlain, not because the writer agrees 
with the opinion therein expressed, but for the purpose of strongly 
dissenting from it. 

How many of the majority who voted for the second reading had 
really carefully considered the probable effects of such a Bill ? How 
many of those who did grasp its great dangers realised that neither 
the present working hours nor the risk to health justified any 
compulsory alteration in the working hours ? IIow many recorded 
their votes knowing the dangerous character of the Bill but 
knowing that its dangers might be abolished in Committee, such 
Members getting credit in the meantime from their constituencies for 
supporting the Bill ? How many of the voters in such contouencies 
realised or considered the damage such a Bill would cause to English 
trade, and ultimately to their own personal interests ? 

At the meeting above referred to, the Duke of Devonshire, whose 
constituency is the whole country, said, ‘‘ There is no doubt in my mind 
that the measure would be of a very injurious character,” and if the 
House of Commons realises, should the Bill again come forward, that 
its real efiect would be to tax the whole country for the sake of a very 
small percentage of the community, and that coal-owners are quite pre- 
pared to agree to shorten hours where long hours are at present a 
hardship, and would willingly agree (without legislation) that arduous 
work in mines should be restricted to forty-eight hours per week, 
there is little doubt that the Duke of Devonshire’s conviction will be 
acted upon, leaving the question of the hours of mining labour to be 
dealt with and settled outside the House of Commons. 

Emerson Bainbridge. 

* Mr. Chamberlain, to deputation of coal-o\Yncrs, June 20, 1894. 
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O N the surface of this round earth the cardinal points have no 
precise meaning except in relation to particular places. The 
Greenwich observer may point to his north and his south, his east 
and his west; but the astronomers of Paris, of Washington, of 
Santiago, and direction-seeking mankind generally, will look for 
theirs in other directions. The lines traced by the meridians and the 
ecjuatpr are purely artificial. Nevertheless the attempt has been 
made to give to the geographical terms of orientation a common 
meaning that should be accepted by all. Thus Carl Ritter, taking 
into account the idea of heat and of blinding light which Europeans 
associate with the ‘‘ South,” reserved the name of South ” for the 
Sahara and the other deserts of the torrid zone which lie between the 
northern and the southern hemisphere. In the same way the 
expressions ^‘East” and ‘‘West” have been used for thousands 
of years as synonymous with “ Asia ” and “ Europe ” ; and indeed 
the very names of the two continents, in their original tongues, 
meant precisely the Rising Sun ” and “ the Setting Sun.” To the 
Assyrians the land of Assn — i.r, Asia — was the region lit by the 
earliest morning rays, and the land of Ereb, or Europe, included all 
the countries lying west of them, towards the evening purple. The 
Arabs took up tlie word again, and applied it to the western extremity 
of their conquests in Mauritania and the Iberian peninsula — “ El 
Gharb,” “Maghreb,” “the Algarves.” 

In current speech the expressions East and West must necessarily 
apply to regions whose boundary shifts from age to age with the 
march of civilisation. Thus Asia Minor, the “ West ” par excellence 
to the Assyrians, became to the Byzantines the land of the sun-rising 
(Anatolia, Natolie, Anadoli) ; and later, along the shores of the 
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Mediterranean, the word “ Levant,” applied by the mariners of the 

Ponent ” to all the ports of the seas that bathe the coasts of Asia, 
came to mean more particularly Smyrna and the other ports of the 
Asiatic peninsula. So, again, the “ Eastern Empire,” embracing fully 
half the Koman world, included in its vast domain the territory of 
the Kavennate, belonging to that Italian peninsula which was- the 
ancient Hesperia, ‘‘ the going down of the sun.” Thus the phrases 
“ East” and “ West” were bound to change their meaning, even in 
the popular acceptation, and it became necessary to gain precision by 
introducing subdivisions — “ Eastern Europe,” “ Eastern Asia,” the 
“Far East,” just as, in the United States, they distinguish between 
“ East,” “ West,” and “ Far West.” 

From an historical point of view, however, it may be useful to try 
and determine approximately the normal line of separation between 
the' two halves of the ancient Tvorld which best deserve the names of 
East and West. Just as every surface has its diagonal, and every 
body its axis, so the total mass of the continents has its median line, 
where the contrasts of soil, climate and history poise themselves over 
against each other. 'Faking as a whole the regions in which 
mankind has spent its life, and reached at last the consciousness of 
its collective personality, what is this median line, this watershed of 
human history ? Africa may be left out, for its development Jippears 
to have taken place almost independently ; and that massive continent, 
four-fifths of whose surface lies within the southern temperate or the 
torrid zone — the “South” jmr curd I nice — belongs to our common 
world of early hisiory only by its Mediteri^aneau littoral -Egypt, 
Cyreuaica, Mauritania. But, on the other hand, wo must restore to 
the ancient world the isles of the Indian Ocean which form the retinue 
of the Gangetic peninsulas, and' all the island groups that people the, 
immense stretch of sea eastward towards America, for, by the migra- 
tions and counter-migrations of their inhabitants, by their legends 
and traditions, and by the whole testimony of historic evolution, 
these ocean territories do indeed form part of the same circle as 
Farther Asia. 

It might seem, at first sight, as if the true and natural partition 
between East and West must be indicated by the watershed which 
separates the eastward slope towards the Indian and Chinese seas 
from the slope that drains into the Atlantic through the Mediter- 
ranean and other European waters. But this boundary, purely 
artificial after all, as it winds from the Taurus to the Caucasus, crosses 
populations subject to the same influences of soil and climate, partici- 
pators in the same historical movements, and composed to a great 
extent of elements of the same ethnological origin. The true 
frontier between the Eastern and Western world inu&t be so shifted 
* “Orient SIa\c,” ‘‘Orient Grec,’* ‘ Orient CLinois,'^ “ Extreme Orient.” 
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as to throw ofif upon the Western side the whole watershed of the great 
twin streams,- Tigris and Euphrates, as well as the chief summits 
of Iran. This whole legion of Persia and Media, of Assyria and 
Chaldaea, is intimately associated in its history with the countries of the 
Mediterranean, while its relations with the Eastern world were always 
less active and more frequently interrupted. 

The line of separation, then, is to be found farther East, and it is 
well marked, not by the outlines of the continent of Asia, but by a 
space of territory distinguished at once by the high relief of the soil 
and the comparative sparseness of the population. Between Mesopo- 
tamia, where the swarming human race reared its tower of Babel, 
and the Western plains of Hindostan, with their teeming populations 
— in some parts two thousand or more to the square mile — a transverse 
zone, containing less than two inhabitants to the same surface, runs 
from north to south between the Gulf of Oman and the icy Arctic 
Sea. This almost uninhabited zone begins just west of the plains 
of the lower Indus and its frontier mountains, in the desert tracts of 
southern Beloochistan, scattered with rare oases. Between India and 
Afghanistan it stretches north and north-east along the rugged 
escarpments of the Suleiman Dagh and other ranges, whose hidden 
basins and narrow gorges give shelter to mountain tribes living far 
from the haunts of other men, except when the martial fury seizes 
them and brings them to blows with their neighbours of the lower 
tableland or the plains. To the north-west of Hindostan the folds 
of the soil become deeper and more numerous, sharply dividing the 
world with their countless walls. The high summits of the Hindoo- 
Koosh, inferior only to those of the Himalaya of Nepaul, tower above 
these ridges and spread their glaciers to (mormons distances. Beyond 
these, again, the immense mass of almost impassable highlands which 
have been called the ‘^Roof of the AVorld ” continue the lino of demar- 
cation very effectually between Hindoo-Koosli and Thian-Shan, and the 
ill- watered adjacent plains broaden at many points the median zone of 
separation between East and West. Finally, fartlu'r north, in the great 
Siberian depression, the salt borders of Lake Balkash and the barren 
reaches of Semipalatinsk and tlie “ Hungry Steppe ” stretch between 
the Obi and the Yenisei along a band of thinly inhabited country which 
loses itself in the frozen tundras. The researches of Gmelin and 
other naturalists have established the fact that the true separation 
between Europe and Asia lies here, in these low and arid regions, and 
not along the green heights of the Ural mountains. 

The ancient world, then, is clearly divided into two distinct halves, 
their continental masses being of nearly equal size. The broad zone 
of separation is formed, along half its length, of a chain of 
eminences which includes the central knot of the mountain system of 
Eurasia, and is broken only at rare intervals by passes which liave 
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served as roadways for war and merchandise. Narrow exceedingly 
and difficult of access were these few highways, which afforded the only 
moans of communication between the populations on either side, 
the only junction between the different civilisations of the eastern 
and western slopes ! Just as a fall of earth may suddenly choke tho 
current of a stream, so an incursion of mountain tribes might suddenly 
close the transit between East and West, and the world be thus 
sharply cut in two again. This, as a matter of fact, has happened 
many times. To open the passage and to keep it open has needed from 
ago to age tlio marshalling of enormous forces, such as those of the 
great conquerors, Alexander, Mahmoud the Ghaznavid, Akbar the 
Grejit. In our own day, the mountainous part of the dividing line Atill 
opposes serious obstacles to the march of man, in spito of roads and rail- 
ways, caravanserais and forts of-refuge ; but how much more dangerous 
was the mountain barrier in historic times, when it rose before him 
bare and formidable, without roads or cities ! 

In that sense, tho general meaning of the expressions East and 
West is clearly determined for the rest of the earth’s circuit. On the 
one side lies all that part of Asia which leans toward the Indian 
Ocean and tho Pacific — India, Ceylon, the Malay peninsula, and the 
great islands and island groups which stud the vast stretch of waters 
almost to the American coast. On tho other hand lies tho Asiatic 
peninsula w’^hich reaches out into tho Mediterranean world — Egypt 
and Morocco, Europe, and, beyond the Atlantic, the whole American 
continent. For that double continent, facing eastward by its 
estuaries, by the valleys of its great rivers and the spread of its fertile 
plains, belongs incontestably, by its history no less than by its 
geographical orientation, to the European cosmos. 


II. 

Thus delimited, the two halves of the world. East and West — 
including their inland seas and the oceans that bathe them — occupy a 
surface of such extent that, up to a few centuries ago, their boundaries 
were unknown to their own inhabitants. At the far endsr of the 
earth, the isolation and unconsciousness of the populations which 
had been left outside the cycle of universal history prevented their 
concerning themselves with the great contrast between tho separated 
halves of humanity ; but in the ancient world, from the very begin- 
nings of national life in the historic nations, as they are preserved to 
us in legends and annals, the distinction between East and West 
already existed in full force. Tho evolution of humanity was worked 
out differently on the two sides of the line, and every century increased 
the original divergence of the separate civilisations. Which of these 
two evolutions — taking place, the one around the shores of the great 
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ocean, the other chiefly on the Mediterranean seaboard — was destined 
to produce the mistier results, to contribute the larger share to the 
common education of humanity ? There can be no hesitation as to tho 
answer. In the struggle for existence the championship remains 
with the West. It is the peoples of the West who have shown that 
they possess both the initiative to advance and the power of 
recovery. 

And yet it seemed at first as if the East were the privileged half 
of the planet. History indeed proves to demonstration that, taken 
as a whole, the nations of the East had their period of real superiority. 
Without entering on a problem which it would now be impossible 
to solve, that of assigning a priority of civilisation to one country or 
another, without inquiring whether the ground was first tilled on the 
banks of the Nile and the Euphrates or on those of the Indus and 
the Yang-tse-kiang, or whether ships were sailing the Mediterranean 
Sea before the Indian Ocean was known to the mariner, we may 
assuredly say that, 3000 years ago, the races sufficiently advanced to 
be aware of their own place in history occupied a far wider region 
east of the diaphragm of Asia than west of it. The ravines and 
tablelands occupied by the Medes and Persians, the plains of Assyria 
and Ohaldma, the countries of the Hittites, of tho children of Israel 
and the children of Ishmael, the coasts of the Phcenicians and the 
mountains of the Himyarites, the islands of Cyprus and Crete, and 
finally the frontier lands of Asia where germinated tlie civilisation 
which was to blossom in Greece, on the other side of the ^Egean Sea 
— all these countries form but a small domain compared with the 
vast tract of south-eastern Asia, from the Indus to the Yellow River. 
And to this great Asiatic territory, together perhaps with Southern 
Siberia, so rich in inscriptions of a vanislied age, we must add a great 
part of the Malay archipelago, whose civilisation is certainly of very 
ancient date. And finally, the lands of Oceania, scattered eastward 
over a liquid expanse not less in extent than the whole continental mass 
of the ancient world, appear to have formed part of an area whose 
historical development was superior to that of the European popula- 
tions at the time of the l^elasgians. 

As far back as history goes towards the origin of the Eastern 
world, we find traces of the very considerable share of influence 
exercised by the group of nations w hich has been included under the 
general name of Malay, taken from a district of Sumatra, one of the 
large islands partly populated by them. No region in the world was 
better furnished than this with the fiicilities for transit and exchange ; 
^f the word predestined ” could be applied to any part of the earth’s 
surface, it might justly be applied to these islands and peninsulas of 
Malaysia. They abound in products of every sortJ and kind, minerals 
and precious gems, bark and gums, plants and fruita; every island 
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has its riches ; nowhere is there a greater diversity of living forms, 
vegetable or animal ; two floras, two faunas, men of different 
nationality and race, confront each other across a narrow arm of sea. 
Great trunks of floating trees supply the riverside populations with 
ready-made r^fts, only needing to be disbranched and solidly lashed 
together with liana ropes; while the forests of the seashore ofier 
their choicest woods to the boat-builder. Wide roadsteads and 
sheltered havens break the outline of the islands ; innumerable ports 
of call present themselves on every side, directing the voyage of the 
navigator. Gradually, the Malays became the natural intermediaries 
between the various countries of Eastern Asia, from India to Japan ; 
and, favoured by the trade winds which carried them across the 
Indian Ocean from shore to shore, succeeded in turning the flank of 
the great barrier that separated the two worlds, and even gained the 
coast of Africa. Madagascar was included within their area of 
navigation and of conquest, and their civilisation radiated almost to 
the opposite extremity of tlie earth’s surface, within a little distance 
of the American continent. The system of numeration which obtains 
in all the Polynesian languages is proof sufficient of the wide spread 
of this Malay civilisation. Even in our own day, notwithstanding 
the great superiority that science and industry have given to the 
European navigator, a great part of the carrying trade of the Far 
East is still conducted by the Malays with their fleets of 
No literature is richer than theirs in stories of the sea ; and it was the 
Malay seaman who gave to the Arab the Thousand and One Nights that 
still charm our children. 

The Polynesians, again, like the Malays — scattered over their 
hundred islands, their ocean rocks and coral banks — took to the sea 
by natural compulsion, and thus contributed to the spread of geo- 
graphical knowledge in the ancient East. The great diversity of 
types to be met with in a single group, or even on a single island, the 
innumerable legends of native migrations, and, finally, indisputable 
historical documents, prove that the Pacific Ocean was traversed from 
the earliest times, not only from East to West, in the direction of the 
trade winds, but also in the opposite direction, with the set of the 
counter-currents. All this was long ago understood. It is well 
known that the equatorial zone strictly so called, embracing a space of 
about five hundred miles north and south of the J^lquator, escapes the 
domination of the trade winds, and the west wind alternates with 
calms, during which the mariner may row his boat where he will, 
while the normal set of swells and currents is from west to east.* 
Moreover, even in the zone of the trade winds proper, there are storm 
winds that sometimes blow in a contrary direction to the prevailing 
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atmospheric currents — as if, according to the Tongan legend,’^ a 
god had separated families of brothers by blowing an obstinate east 
wind between them, but now and then stopped blowing to let the 
relatives renew their acquaintance. The islanders were not slow to 
profit by the respite. Skilful in the management of their boats, 
they knew how to seize the opportunity .afforded by the very 
slightest deviation of the regular winds to modify their course, 
reefing their sails as close as possible and pointing in the eye of the 
wind. When the Spaniards first visited the Marianne islands, of 
which they were afterwards almost to exterminate the inhabitants, 
they were astonished at the sight of the flying barques, far swifter 
than any boat of European construction. Most of the Polynesian 
vessels were, moreover, provided with outriggers, which made it 
almost impossible to upset them ; and many of them were large 
enough to convey the whole fighting strength of a tribe. Coppinger t 
saw a canoe built to carry 250 men. 

M^hus fortified by their nautical industry, the Polynesians were in 
a position to contribute largely, and did in fact contribute, to the 
discovery and exploration of the world. Some of their navigators, 
carried away by the storm and lost upon the waste of waters, would 
be guided in their search for a place of refuge by the indications 
afforded by the waves, by birds and fishes. Others might be driven 
from their native isle by force of war or civil dissension, and launched 
upon the sea at the mercy of wind and wave ; while others, again, 
young and adventurous, would set out of their own accord in search 
of some region more vast or more fortunate than their own. Myths 
and legends, the vague reminiscences, perhaps, of earlier migrations, 
would stimulate this exodus of islanders across the infinite expanse of 
sea. Thus the natives of Eastern Polynesia, looking towards the 
West as towards a region of divine repose, concealing somewhere in 
its bosom the Islands of the Blest, might seek again and again to 
discover the happy land. Who can tell ? 'J^he unconscious impulse 
may have been a true nost.algia, an hereditary instinct, a re- awakened 
yearning for the home of their ancestors. Or perhaps it was the 
mirage of the clouds that lured them, as it reared fantastic mountains 
toward the zenith, or stretched awjiy in golden plains under the 
purple light of evening, l^erhaps they really imagined that they saw 
with their own eyes that land of desire rising out of the sea, its out- 
line appearing dimly on the horizon, then lost again — a promise not 
yet fulfilled, but never to bo forgotten. Polynesi.an history tells us 
that these island families had a natural tendency to multiply west- 
vrard — just as our modern towns, encroaching constantly on the 
surrounding districts, stretch out their suburbs towards the setting 

* Mariner, “ Account of the Natives of the Tonga Islands.” London. 1817. 
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sun. Again and again, Polynesian voyagers, impelled by the thirst 
for the unknown, attempted the discovery of these lands of promise, 
like nomads of the steppes moving forward iiji search of fresh 
pastures. Even so lately as the beginning of this century, the people 
of Kouka Hiva — now more than decimated by war, oppression, and 
disease — sent out, from time to time, their surplus population of 
young men in the supposed direction of the traditional Isle of tJtupu, 
whence the god Tao was said to have brought the cocoa-nut tree.* 
Happy couples, full of hope, would put out on the transparent evening 
tide, rowing towards the distant land ; they rowed away and never 
came back : no one knew whether the sea had sucked them in,, or 
the grim Hunger had devoured them, or whether they had indeed 
made at last the shore of Perpetual Youth. 

III. 

Doubtless the savage tribes of Europe in the Age of Stone had 
also their migrations and counter-migrations, overrunning, from this 
point or from that, countries widely remote from one another ; but' 
the political and social condition of these tribes did not afford 
sufficient cohesion for the preservation of any record gf their comings 
and goings. In a world itself unknown, their journeyings remained 
unknown, as if they had iitwer been ; while the equally unrecorded 
migrations of the Pacific islanders were at any rate connected, by the 
network of Malay navigation, with the great world of insular and 
continental India, thus enabling the Orientals to form some vague 
idea of that vast sea, studded with a milky way of islands, which 
sjiread outwards from the coast of Asia into the immeasurable 
distance. It was not on that side of tlie world that the ocean could 
have been conceived — as the Greeks did conceive it — as a winding 
stream, embracing in its narrow arms the countries of the continent. 
To the Indian and Malay it must rather have seemed a limitless 
expanse, losing itself in the immensity of heaven. 

In those early times, the East was thus far in advance' of the 
West, both in point of its known extent and the greater cohesion 
of its races. But for thirty centuries, and without any retrogression 
of its own — for, speaking generally, evolution has everywhere been 
in the direction of the better, or at any rate of the vaster and more 
comprehensive — the East has found itself strangely distanced by the 
West. It has even been suggested that the precocity of its 
civilisation was itself the cause of this arrest of development ; that 
the Asiatic and Polynesian races had attained a too early and there- 
fore inferior civilisation. t Some writers, giving themselves up to 

* lUenzi ; Fornandcr, “Account of the Toly nesian llaceB.” 
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mystical fancies, and arguing from a supposed Providential pre- 
destination, have tried to explain the contrast between West and 
Bast by an original and irreducible racial difference. In the 
beginning, according to them, the Eastern and Western races were 
created different, the Eastern mind cloudy and chimerical, its 
perceptions warped beforehand, its ideas subtle and twisted to self- 
contradiction ; while the Western was gifted with the very genius of 
observation, a natural rectitude of thought, a true comprehension of 
life. The myth of the Serpent in the Garden, symbolising, as it were, the 
dangerous influence of the East, seems to dominate history. But 
such a conception evidently rests on no better basis than the 
recollection of conflicts which took place at a time when the 
populations thrown across each other’s path by war or rivalry 
encountered one another at different stages of their political and social 
development. Between a decadent civilisation and a society in 'full 
process of growth the conditions are not equal ; to judge fairly 
between them, they must bo viewed at the corresponding periods of 
their collective life ; it is no use making comparisons between the 
triumphant youth of Greece and the senility of Persia. Setting 
aside, therefore, this assumed essential difference of the races, we must 
turn to the geographical conditions of the Eastern world, and there 
seek the causes of its retarded development as compared with the 
progress of the West. 

In the first place, the great ocean, with its thousands and thousands 
of islands, has, for all its immense expanse of waters, but a very 
meagre allowance of dry land, over and above the arid Australian 
continent ; and the centres of civilisation, such as Samoa, Tahiti, and 
the Tongan and Fijian groups, separated by long distances from each 
other, and each inhabited by biit a scanty population, could have no 
chance of exerting any considerable influence. There was no room 
within such narrow bounds for the creation of any nucleus radiating an 
active intellectual propaganda. New Zealand, with a superficies large 
enough to make the home of a powerful nation, lies altogether apart, 
in the solitary southern seas, far from the track of the Polynesian 
islands. It was colonised later ; and perhaps has not been inhabited 
at all for more than some thirty generations. As for the equatorial 
islands, from Papua to Borneo, they are large and very favourably 
situated at the south-eastern angle of the continent of Asia, in the 
very axis of the general movement of civilisation ; but the very rich- 
ness of their forest vegetation, and the ease of living, enabled the 
aboriginal tribes to maintain themselves in their primitive isolation ; 
and thus the greater part of these magnificent archipelagoes was left 
outside the march of progress ; the Malay adventurers, as well as 
the colonists of other races, contented themselves with occupying the 
seashores. The interior was unexplored, and was, indeed, in some 
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islands effectually closed to visitors by the “ Head-hunters.” Only 
two large islands, those lying nearest to the Asiatic continent, Sumatra 
and Java, were attached to the civilised world of Eastern Asia; and 
even there the inland forests and plateaux of the former country were 
still occupied by barbarians averse to all commerce with the foreigner. 
Java, again, if she enjoys the privilege of being associated with the 
regions of Hindoo civilisation, undoubtedly owes it to her geographical 
conformation. Very long, very narrow, with no continuous mountain 
chain to serve as a backbone, cut through at intervals by passages 
which are practically so many siraits, she has been, from the earliest 
days of colonisation, as easy of access as if she had been a row of 
islands strung together like a necklace. Come whence they would, 
from the northern or the southern coast, the immigrants penetrated 
with ease into the open country between the giant volcanoes, which 
themselves contributed — unlikely as it might seem — to render access 
to the island comparatively convenient, by burning down the once 
impenetrable forests of the intermediate valleys, and thus opening the 
way from coast to coast. 

Nevertheless, Java, and some districts of Sumatra, and a few little 
neighbouring islands which partici]:>ate in the same civilisation, do 
not together form a sufficient extent of territory, in comparison with 
the immensity of the ocean spaces, to afford a basis and centre of 
illumination for the whole island world of the extreme East. Nay, 
more ; tlie group of great islands, as a whole, has rather contributed 
to break the historic unity of the insular regions. Borneo, Celebes, 
the greater part of the Philippine Islands, New Guinea (itself almost 
continental), and the arid coast of the neighbouring continent of 
Australia, were so many countries in which the stranger, whether 
shipwrecked mariner or adventurous colonist, ran every chance of a 
hostile, if not a hungry, welcome. And, furthermore, the principal 
waterway between Polynesia and the islands of the Indian archi- 
pelago is almost barred bj^ coral reefs. 

Nor was it possible to find a common centre for the civilisation of 
the Eastern world on the shores of the continent. Remarkable as 
was the progress of thought in the communities which sprang up on 
the banks of the Indus and tlie Ganges, in Ceylon, on the coasts of 
Malabar and Coromandel, in the basins of the Indo-Chinese rivers, 
among the plains watered by the Yang-tse-kiang, and in the Yellow 
Country of the Hundred Families, these different civilisations never 
grouped themselves into any sort of political union, and such union 
as they did form, lax as it was, lasted but for a short time under the 
influence of religious proselytism. The colnm unication that took place 
between the various countries was always rare and uncertain. Tribes 
which no one had been able to reduce to subjection, inhabiting in 
independent groups nearly all the mountain regions, broke into 
separate fragments the territory of the civilised najbions. Taken as a 
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whole, that territory presents itself pretty much in the form of a spread 
fan. The axis of the basin of the Indus, where the first Vedas were 
first uttered, points toward the south-west ; the united streams of the 
Ganges and the Brahmapootra bend their common delta directly 
toward the south ; the water-courses of Indo-China flow in a south- 
easterly direction ; while the rivers of China — and the progress of 
culture, which tends the same way — set due east. Thus the various 
civilisations of these countries have a natural centrifugal tendency ; 
they never meet in a common geographical centre; and even the 
Indo-Chinese peninsula, situated at the very heart of the Eastern 
world, serves at many points rather as a barrier of separation, with its 
parallel mountain ranges inhabited by savage tribes. On the other 
hand, the table-land of Thibet, the region of the forced pass between 
China and India — which, from a geometrical point of view, is the 
true focus in the semicircle of the south-eastern countries of .Asia — 
stretches its snowy ridges at such a height and under such a climate 
that its scanty populations live, as it were, for shelter, enclosed between 
the fissures of the soil. 

To the north-west, the Oriental world is, as we have seen, sharply 
defined by mountain ranges, and, to some extent, by arid and almost 
uninhabitable wastes. Its mode of communication with the Western 
world, always prec*arious and often interrupted, was by way of 
dangerous mountain passes, or else by sea, either skirting the deserts 
of Gedrosia (south-east Beloochistan), towards the Persian Gulf, or 
doubling the Arabian peninsula to the narrow outlet of the Red Sea. 
It was thus by slender driblets, almost drop by drop, that the quint- 
essence of Oriental thought had to be distilled before it could join 
the flowing torrent of the culture of the West. But, by a striking 
contrast, the roads by which this transmission from world to world 
necessarily took place are disposed in a diametrically different manner 
from that which characterises the axes of civilisation at the opposite 
extremity of Asia. Instead of diverging at a very obtuse angle, they 
tend towards one another, converging uniformly, all of them, upon 
the basin of the Hellenic Mediterranean. The long fissure of the 
Red Sea, which united the land of the Himyarites and Ethiopia to 
Lower Egypt, points directly towards the Eastern Mediterranean, 
from which it is separated only by a narrow strip of shore ; the 
winding valley of the Nile opens out in the same direction ; the 
Persian Gulf, continued to the north-west by the course of the 
Euphrates, runs in a straight line towards that angle of the Mediter- 
ranean which is occupied by the Isle of Cyprus ; while, further north, 
all the rivers, all the highways of commerce which descend from Asia 
Minor, from the continent of Asia, and from the Sarmatian plains, 
to the Black Sea, become tributaries of the Greek waters through the 
Bosphorus and the Hellespont. Even the Anatolian peninsula divides 
into a number of little secondary peninsulas, enclosing basins -that 
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face towards Greece. Thus the marvellous cosmos of the Greek 
islands and capes was indicated, by the convergence of the ways, as 
the necessary meeting-point of all the Asiatic civilisations, and the 
focus of elaboration of all these ancient elements into new forms. 

It is needless here to describe in detail the march of culture in the 
West. The story has been told by innumerable writers, and the 
knowledge of it forms a part of the ordinary classical education. 
Every one knows how the beacons of civilisation sprang up in suc- 
cession from the south-east to the north-west, under a climate sharper 
and less equable than that of India or the Pacific, and consequently 
under conditions which imposed on man a sterner struggle of adapta- 
tion and efforts more vigorous and more sustained. Every one knows 
how Rome, situated in the midst of a semicircle of extinct volcanoes, 
enclosed in their turn by the grander semicircle of the Apennines, 
gradually consolidated herself within this double rampart, then made 
herself mistress of the whole of Italy on the hither side of the Alpine 
wall, and, firmly established in the centre of the Mediterranean and 
of the whole known world, ended by annexing all the countries which 
pouif their waters into that inland sea, and many that border on the 
open sea besides. When the political power of Rome had passed 
away, her juridical power still remained; and then the ancient 
Rome. was replaced by a new and mightier religious Rome, which 
bound to itself by the subtler tie of spiritual influence the peoples 
which heretofore had been the mere conquest of the sword. After 
Italian Rome, other centres of intense vitality sprang up north of the 
Alps, on the outer slope of Europe ; but, even in shifting its centre 
of gravity towards the north and west, the world of western civilisa- 
tion lost nothing, or at any rate it regained all it had lost, of the lands 
which had formed part of the world known to the Greeks. 

The ever-increasing domain of European ascendency has ended by 
embracing the whole world. Enlarged, to begin with, by the addi- 
tion of the two Americas, it is now assuming to itself the continent 
of Africa, while its perpetual encroachments are slowly sucking in the 
vast territories of the rival civilisation. Either directly, by force of 
conquest, or indirectly, under the continuous pressure of commerce 
and of moral influences, the whole world is being Europeanised. Of 
the two halves of the world struggling for existence, the Western half 
has won : the preponderance is hers for the future ; but she ha^ won 
to a great extent by the use of weapons which the East had forged 
for her, since the religions of the West had been elaborated in India 
before they came to be remodelled and transformed in Persia, in 
Palestine, in Egypt, in Greece, in Rome. Resides, this very 
triumph of the West subserves the progress of the nations it has 
overcome. From Western Europe, as the centre of equilibrium between 
the forces of the human race, radiate not only all the. roadways of 
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commerce, but also the ideas and influences of social life, in its 
collective solidarity. 

Thanks to mutual interpenetration, the contrast between East and 
West is gradually diminishing. Nevertheless, it is still sharp 
enough; and at many points — notably in China and India — ^it 
presents itself in such a form that reconciliation seems an almost 
impossible task. It is now at the two extremities of the earth that 
the opposing forces meet in all the intensity of their antagonism ; 
but, sometimes at one point, sometimes at another^ the conflict has 
always been going on. The oldest historical legends — the expedition 
of the Argonauts, the Tale of Troy — recall the state of permanent 
tension in which the ancient populations lived and clashed against 
each other — representatives in miniature of* the two worlds, and, like 
them, seeking, in spite of their very hostility, to find some way of 
union. The Greeks were well aware of the profound meaning of 
those hereditary instincts which drove them into conflict with the 
peoples of the East, and which, struggle after struggle, brought them 
at last, with Alexander, to the banks of the Hydaspes. 

It is in this same region that we must look for the end — not now, 
perhaps, very far distant — of the conflict between the two worlds. 
Travel and commerce, passing to and fro on the sea highway, are 
slowly contributing to bring about a mutual understanding between 
the races of men which points towards their unification, intellectual 
and moral. England, now dominant in India, labours persistently, even 
against her will, to reduce the contrasts that divide the populations 
of the peninsula, and to give them a moral unity corresponding to 
that of their geographical position ; but tho barrier of mountains and 
of solitudes which, to the north-west of India, marks the natural 
limit between East and West, is still almost as difficult to cross as it 
was two thousand years ago. The mountain passes are open only to 
the privileged — privileged by fortune or by political power ; there 
are no great highways, even yet, to facilitate freedom of movement 
to and fro. And indeed, before any such highways can be opened 
to the free ingress of the nations, a great question of political equi- 
librium — the greatest and most j)ressing of modern times — must be 
settled once for all, and settled at the foot of those very mountains of 
Hindostan which have stood through all times barring the corner 
passage between the two worlds. England and Jlussia are the two 
countries specially involved in the dispute ; it is for them to solve — 
by peaceful means if possible — this problem of the levelling of the 
mountains of Central Asia. It was said once — but in a purely 
dynastic sense, and history has not yet ratified the saying — “ The 
Pyrenees are no more ! ” It rests with the civilisation of the West 
to say, more truly, and from a human, not a dynastic point of view, 
We have done away with the Himalaya ! ” . Elisee Reclus. 



CABINET COUNSELS AND CANDID 
FRIENDS. 


N OW that the first parliameDtary term of Lord liosebory^s 
premiership is over, and tliat the political forces likely for 
some time to be most actively felt seem definitely to have shaped 
themselves, it may be convenient, as a preliminary step, briefly to 
review and examine the position and political affinities of the Govern- 
ment and their supporters, as well as the prospects, in the possibly 
remote future, of the actual consummation of political and party 
changes that have of late been the subject both of popular speculation 
and parliamentary rumour. That at the beginning of the long 
vacation the leader of the popular House has improved materially his 
position, extended and .deepened his political influence, has been 
generally admitted ; under considerable provocation he has shown 
consistently qualities of patience, geniality, forbearance, as well as a 
knowledge of human nature, in a larger degree than some had credited 
him with possessing these qualities. So competent an authority on 
such a subject as Lord h'arrer has admitted Sir William llarcourt’s 
claim to be regarded a great finance minister. There is also a moral 
distinction not at all less valuable to a party leader which has been 
fairly earned by Sir William llarcourt. He has shown that, while 
managing others, he is not unequal to the task of ruling himself. In 
some.fiuarters, the postponement of his claims to those of the actual 
Premier in the sequence to Mr. Gladstone, has been rather extrava- 
gantly ascribed to an intrigue. This, in its political application, is 
a cant word covering general ignorance, but signifying no special 
knowledge on the part of those who use it. 

It will, therefore, not be amiss to give a true version of the facts, 
so often misrepresented, as they affect Lord Rosebery on the one hand, 
and Sir William llarcourt on the other. Whatever may be urged in 
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favour of the head of a Government being, as Sir Robert Peel declared 
was becoming a necessity, in tho House of Lords, the disadvantages 

such an arrangement are so obvious as to cause no surprise at (|he 
assertion, upon the late Premier’s retirement, of an extensive feeling 
that his successor should be found in the same Chamber to which he 
himself had belonged. Mr. Gladstone’s retirement had been so 
repeatedly forecast by rumour, that at last tho abdication itself came 
with a certain sense of suddenness ; it was a State secret, and it was 
kept better than some such confidences are. Unquestionably the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s reversionary interest in Mr. Gladstone’s 
office suffered from the circumstances attending the resignation of his 
chief. If the leading members of the Liberal Party in the House of 
Commons had last spring realised fully that their historic generalissimo 
was actually going — had, indeed, practically gone ; and if his “ second in 
command ” had taken the opportunity of insisting upon this fact with 
his political friends ; if, moreover, he had used the official machinery, 
undoubtedly at his disposal, to summon conferences of the Liberal 
party throughout the country, there is some reason to believe that the 
popular choice might have fallen upon Sir William Harcourt, and that 
the Queen might have thought it her constitutional duty to send for 
him. As it was, Sir William llarcourt’s real difficulty was caused 
mainly by motives of political delicacy. Had he, as some of his more 
zealous and less responsible friends desired, taken any of the steps just 
indicated, he would probably have been widely accused of an indecent 
and disloyal desire prematurely to supersede the veteran statesman. 
The mere circumstance of his being so manifestly in tho “running” 
for the premiership was only an additional obstacle in his path ; and 
it thus became out of the question for him to venture upon any 
definitive action before the ex-Premier’s withdrawal was an accom- 
plished fact. 

Meanwhile events of great importance, and of pronounced hostility 
to Sir William Harcourt, were taking place. Apart, it may be said, 
from any pressure of popular opinion, two organisations, those of Labour 
^and of Journalism, were co-operating strenuously to secure the succes- 
sion for Lord Rosebery ; in both these respects the Harcourtians were 
ill-supplied and ill-served ; they were equally without a newspaper 
particularly affected to their interest, and a common rallying centre. 
As the readers of Mr. Disraeli’s novels know, strange beings ^come 
to the surface during a political crisis ; for some days or weeks Mr. 
John Burns and his prime journalistic ally were in their way a power 
in the State ; these gentlemen, loyal as ever to their own conceptions 
of industrial welfare, persistently proclaimed their conviction that the 
democratic earl, with Mr. Asquith ultimately as his lieutenant, would 
in the long run maintain the cause of toil more devotedly than the 
Whig knight. In this way the final choice fell upon the now actually 
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reigning Premier, and the Chancellor of the Excliequer, so far ae 
absolute supremacy is concerned, still remains only a great potentiality ; 
Si% William Harcourfc, in fact, occupies to-day among Ministerialists 
a position analogous to that filled in 1874 by the late Mr. W. E. 
Forster, after Ijord Hartington had been chosen to succeed Mr* 
Gladstone. Then, as now, the coronet has carried the day against 
the commoner; then, as now, also, it would have implied a virtue 
above humanity on the part of the unsuccessful candidate not to 
recall, with something of chagrin, how narrowly he had missed the 
prize. Eventually Sir William Harcourt’s career will not suffer, 
perhaps, from his occupancy of the second place in the Administration, 
where some would have wished to see him lirat, while probably 
even at this moment the leader of the House of Commons is, and has 
for some time been, enjoying many compensations for his postpone- 
menc. In the long run, the representative assemblage of the nation 
never fails to do justice, or more than justice, to those of its members 
whose merits it may have boon slow to recognise. By sterling gifts 
persistently and equably displayed the present manager of the House 
has lived down certain prejudices against him, and has begun to inspire 
his brother senators with something of that pride and interest which 
“ the People’s House ” so often ends by feeling, as it felt in the historic 
case of Mr. Disraeli, in men whose beginnings it may have eyed 
askance. The general parliamentary impression, that if within the 
Cabinet Sir William llarcourt’s pretensions had found advocates as 
strenuous as ]\[r. John Burns and the editor of the (Jkronich' 

outside the Cabinet, his y)osition miglit be different to-day, has been 
serviceable to the leader of the House of Commons in intensifying the 
loyalty of his followers within its walls, and has often made the task 
of leading it easier than otherwise might have been the case, while 
Sir William Harcourt himself would bo the lirst to admit that his 
burden has at some points been appreciably lightened by the loyal 
and tactful support which, as in the case of the Finance Bill, he has 
received from his chief and colleague in the House of Lords. 

At the close, therefore, of the lirst session of his control of the 
Commons, the present Chancellor of the Exchequer presents himself 
to his countrymen as a statesman endowed with an influence, and by 
•general consent clothed with attributes which are likely to be instru- 
mental to no less an extent than the tact and the geniality of the 
Prime Minister himself in any negotiations going forward now, or 
likely to be instituted hereafter, for the partial reconstruction of the 
Liberal party. If that enterprise is ever to be achieved, it must 
be on the floor and in the atmosphere of the representative House, 
rather than by the agency of any cliques or- individuals, whatever 
their popular sympathies, in the gilded chamber ; there is, indeed, 
no reason for thinking that the Duke of Devonshire and Lord Eose- 
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bery are less distant from a mutually harmonious understanding 
to-day than they have been any time during the last half-dozen years, 
that their fundamental differences are likely to grow less, or that it 
can be anything more than a question of time when both Mr. 
Chamberlain and his Grace will join titiilarly, as tliey long have done 
practically, the political connection presided over by the Marquis of 
Salisbury. 

After Mr. Chamberlain, the most able and weighty member of the 
Liberal-Unionist party in the House of Commons is undoubtedly Mr. 
Courtney, and, under Sir William ITarcourt's leadership, both the 
Finance Bill and the Evicted Tenants’ Bill have been the occasion for 
a noticeable rapjmtckfment on the part of that gentleman and his 
friends towards the representatives of the Government; and the- 
mediatorial offices of Sir George Trevelyan and others in the Lower 
House, as well as of a very limited number of gentlen\en outside'that 
House, during the present recess, are not likely to be wanting with a 
view of bridging over the gulf and minimising the differences that 
hold the two divisions of the Liberal party mutually aloof. 

When so clear-sighted, hard-headed, and experienced a par- 
liamentarian, one so entirely without personal passion or prejujiices, 
as the member for Liskeard adopts the attitude and tactics indi- 
cated by his recent speeches in the House of Commons, one may 
bo sure lhat his conduct is prompted by substantial and far-reaching 
motives. Mr. John Bright not infrecfuently made common cause 
with Mr. Disraeli in the earlier part of their career as against Lord 
J'^almerston ; but because the sturdy father of luiglisli Eadicalism 
found it consonant with his purposes during several j)arliamontary 
sessions to enter the same lobby and to employ the same arguments 
as the future chief of the Conservative party, no one ever imagined 
that a durable alliance betvveen the two Jjad been formed. In the 
same way it is difficult seriously to believe that the coalition provoked' 
by Irish exigencies between Liberals like Mr. Courtney and Con- 
servatives like Mr, Chaplin can prove indissoluble, or even indefinitely 
permanent. It is too often assumed that the only settlement of the 
Irish question which Liberals can adopt must bo exclusively on the 
lines of the two Gladstonian Home Kule Bills. The truth, however, is, 
that so long as a fair guarantee against its future re-opening is 
provided, what sensible Liberals, inside and outside the House of 
Commons, ask as a first condition of Irish legislation, is simply that 
the measure of autonomy conceded by England to Ireland should 
satisfy in perpetuity the real demands and wants of the Irish people, 
as opposed to the requisitions of the Anglo-American wirepullers. 
Home Eule may not be dead, but when it is more actively revived 
the question of Home Eule in all its bearings and with an eye to all 
its possible solutions will have to be considered de now. Neither 
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Lord Rosebery's Cabinet nor any alternative Liberal Administration 
that may be formed, can hope to make any real headway with party 
reorganisation or with Irish government, apart from the support and 
approval of men so ready apparently to follow the example of Sir 
George Trevelyan as Mr. Courtney and those with him. Few competent 
persons have ever seriously contended that, subject to certain conditions, 
any concessions to Ireland in the direction indicated by Mr. Gladstone 
must necessarily lead to the final disruption of the Union. The 
practical, or at least the chief, objection to the Gladstonian scheme 
appears to bo that, whatever it may do theoretically, it will not secure 
operatively the supremacy of the Imperial Parliament. As for the 
future of Mr. Gladstone’s inceptive legislation, nothing more is likely 
to be attempted before the next appeal to the constituencies is made, 
but ere Lord Rosebery or any of his colleagues can expect to win the 
consent of the “ predominant partner ” to an extension of Irish 
liberties, they are well aware that it is imperative for them to show 
how something in the nature of Home Rule can be granted without 
imperilling unity, and even how it can be made to strengthen the 
central executive for imperial purposes. 'J^he crux of the whole 
question, the sum and essence of the entire difficulty, are the necessity 
to be faced of defining, on the lines of the American constitution, 
what are imperial and what local concerns. That difliculty, however, 
is surmounted successfully by the French, by the Belgian, and by the 
,Dutch constitution, laws ; why should a similar feat be impossible 
here with all the wisdom, the experience, and the shrewdness of the 
“ mother of parliaments ” to help us in its performance ? The 
supreme and most complex obstacle, of course, is land ; but even this 
might be dealt with by the institution of an imperial civil law — that 
is, by a civil code with chapters on real and personal property, to be 
applicable, of course, as the essential provisions of an Imperial Federal 
Home Rule scheme must be, to every part of the United Kingdom. 
The task indeed is difficult, but problems exist to test the skill of 
statesmen in their solution. Nor would the enterprise be unworthy 
of that rare intellectual power in virtue of which Mr. Courtney, •after 
having been the first mathematician of his day at Cambridge, became 
one of the most powerful journalists who ever wrote a leading article 
in Printing House Square, and which more recently has won for 
him the reputation of the clearest-visioned and most impartial 
Chairman of Committees in the House of Commons. Here, too, 
there would be a congenial field open for the display of their special 
aptitudes and knowledge, by Mr. James Bryce as well as by Sir G. 0. 
Trevelyan, and even by the new Lord Chief Justice himself ; nor, one 
may believe, would the legislation now sketched in outline be wholly 
abhorrent to the present leader of the Opposition of the House of 
Commons, and some at least of his more 'moderate followers. The great 
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danger to be avoided and one that now besets all legislation is lest the 
scheme thus indicated should degenerate into a series of fragmentary 
and patchwork efforts, without accuracy, cs^pint de cw'ps^ or system. 
In safeguarding against these perils, the peculiar qualifications of 
the politicians just named would be invaluable, and might also be 
successful. Although the time may be approaching when it will not 
be premature for responsible Liberal statesmen to acquaint the 
public with the outlines of a policy of Imperial Home Rule, not 
perhaps dissimilar in some respects to that which we have ventured 
to adumbrate, it is not to be supposed that even for this the 
Unionist and the non-Unionist Liberals should co-operate successfully 
without much and long preliminary training in concerted action about 
other matters. The relation of the colonies to the mother country, the 
position of the Established Church in Wales, and possibly elsewhere ; 
the struggle between secular and ecclesiastical parties, daily becoming 
more accentuated in the department of education ; the relations of 
the House of Lords to the majority of the House of Commons on the 
one hand, to the voting strength of the constituencies on the 
other ; all these, and the innumerable other instances of the chronic 
struggle between the champions and opponents of privilege, will 
sufficiently furnish forth the harmonising and unifying discipline 
that may be expected by slow and often imperceptible degrees ta 
unite the Liberals under Mr, Courtney with their brethren undp? 
Sir William ITarcourt and Lord Jiosobery. An absolute reunion 
of all professing the name of Liberalism could not, at this time 
of the political day, be accomplished even by Mr. Gladstone himself; 
and as yet we probably do not realise sufficiently the full consequences 
to our party system of his retirement; but it is scarcely premature to 
venture the opinion that where he failed, none of thosi^ who follow 
him is likely to succeed. While due attention to the facts and' 
arguments now advanced does seem to warrant the conclusion that a 
partial and very gradual reconstitution of the liberal party in the- 
fashion here suggested may be among the eventualities to be counted 
with in the political future, the prospect of the Liberal party, as a whole^ 
being restored to the condition in w'hich it was before 1S86 is as 
distant as ever from coming within the purview of practical politics. 

It may accord with political traditions for the members of the Whig 
families, after a long]sojourn in the Tory camp, to return, in the fulness 
of time, to their ancestral allegiance. I'his is what happened in the 
last century, when the Portland and Fitz william Whigs, who had left 
Pox because of his revolutionary sympathies, rallied subsequently 
under Grey, and carried the Reform Bill of 1832 through Parliament. 
In the same way it may be argued that during the present century/ in 
1846, the separation of a formidable contingent of his Whig troops 
from the motley parliamentary army of Sir Robert Peel did not prevent 
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the eventual advent to power of a majority indoctrinated with that 
statesman’s principles under Lord John llussell and Mr. Gladstone. 
But to this interesting argument from experience there is a twofold 
reply which may aptly be offered. First, the underlying assumption, 
that one fixed hereditary type of party sympathies is the settled estate 
of all well-born people, and that it is reckoned in polite society not 
less discreditable to change the family politics than it would be to 
pawn the family plate, may seem plausible, but is really altogether 
wide of the fact ; secondly, the analogy between the situation of the 
Whig party, either in 1704 or in 1816, and the condition of the 
Liberal party to-clay is one of words and not of things. With 
reference to the former of these points, it is enough to remark that 
the representatives of great houses have ever been in the habit of 
altering their politics at the call of events from generation to genera- 
tion.' During the parliamentary war the Harleys were Roundheads ; 
in the days of (jueen Anne they gave us the great Tory Minister, 
The last Lord Derby but one, a member of Earl Grey’s first Reform 
Administration and Sir Robert Peel’s Colonial Secretary in 1814, had 
been previously a semi-detached or absolutely independent Whig, and 
together with Mr. Disraeli became subsequently the founder of the 
Conservative party as wo know it to-day. Similarly, in the case of 
the political family of Herbert, Royalist and Conservative to the heart’s 
core as it is popularly credited with being ; the father of that Lord 
Carnarvon who was Lord Derby’s Colonial Secretary, who resigned 
his position in the Derby-Disraeli Cabinet rather than accept house- 
hold suffrage, was at one time as zealous a propagator of “ plain 
Whig principles ” as ( \ rey himself, and had he, like the head of the 
Stanleys, been included in the first Reform Government, his son, 
in all probability, would, after the fashion of his sire, have started 
in life as a Whig. In reference to the second of the two points 
now under consideration, while it is perfectly true that the Whig 
capacity for corporate action in 1830 was not impaired materially by 
the secessions of 171H, the party, as a whole, had never been rent 
asunder by political differences at all resembling those which mark 
the line of cleavage in the Liberal ranks to-day. There was then no 
question of the Whig deserters to I’itt’s statesmanship seizing every 
opportunity of going into the Tory lobby, still less of employing their 
energies and eloquence to assail, in principle and detail, upon sub- 
jects wholly unconnected with the revolutionary war, the entire policy 
of Fox and his adherents. In like manner, when the Conservative 
section of the Peelites, under Lord Derby, left their chief they did 
not transform themselves into his persistent and embittered 
assailants ; they simply withdrew from their former allegiance, and 
bided their time decisively to range themselves in other political 
ranks. That which then it took several years to effect has now been 
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accomplished ia about as many months. When, in 1886, the Duke 
of Devonshire and Mr. Chamberlain went one way while Mr, Gladstone 
and Lord Rosebery went another, the former were not content, as 
their Whig predecessors in 1791*, or again in 1846, had been, with 
assuming what might almost be called a benevolent neutrality towards 
their erewhile allies ; they became immediately, and by the very cir- 
oumstance of quitting Gladstonian Liberalism on a vital point, the 
most dangerous, the most decisive, the most unintermittent enemies 
of that liiberalisra and of all its works. As they began so they have 
■continued, and the utmost that can be said for the possibility of the 
reunion of the whole Liberal party, is that it is not in the * known 
nature of things a physical impossibility ; the partial reunion which 
is here contended for, is a very different matter, has not only begun 
already, but even advanced some way, and, under the auspices of the 
distinguished politicians mentioned by name above, may conceivably 
be carried a good deal farther. Considerable masses of the Liberal 
rank and file, who eight years ago voted Unionist, or abstained from 
voting at all, have now returned to their old party, but the more 
prominent of the Liberal Unionists, the local, and still more the im- 
perial, leaders, have become more, rather than loss, irreconcilably 
alienated from their former associations, and as each successive speech 
of the Duke of Devonshire or Mr. Chamberlain proves with 
increasing clearness, have for all practical purposes definitely cast in 
their lot with the Tories. It is possible that tlie recognition of 
Toryism as the only practical or indeed rational alternative to the 
newest Liberalism may cause the more timid spirits to postpone to the 
last moment their identification with a political style and title 
regarded with traditional dislike, but in the long run the unwelcome 
step will no doubt be taken by all who are not of ]\Ir. Courtney’s 
way of thinking. Although that is probably a small minority both 
at Westminster and in the constituencies, the Ministerialists would be 
sensibly strengthened b}^ its adhesion, and so far Liberal reunion may 
become an accomplished fact. Whether the limitations on this 
process, imposed, as it seems to us, by the essential nature of the 
case, will affect materially the verdict of the country at the next 
general election when it comes, say, in the spring of 1895, is a 
matter that need not be forecast now. 


T. n. S. Escott. 
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I N fair Provence, the land of floT^ers and sunshine, there dwells a 
race as yet untainted by any touch o£ what, for want of a better 
name, we may call the spirit of our Jin de siecle ; a race not morbid, not 
pessimistic, nor tired of this weary world, but genial, joyous and full 
of fire and vigorous life. I3y them the question, ‘‘ Is life worth 
living?'^ would hardly be asked; it answers itself, for who would 
choose but live in a world so full of warmth and light and beauty as 
theirs ? Among the children of the sun, poetry springs up as naturally 
as the flowers grow — ^their life is a poem ; they sing of love, of the 
nature around them, of sowing and of reaping and of the legends of 
the countryside, and through all their songs the sunlight glows. They 
are the lineal descendants of the Troubadours who brought into the 
courts of .uncultured kings and the halls of a rude nobility the 
leavening breath of art. It is not of these Troubadours of the olden 
time that it is my intention to speak in this paper, except in so far 
as it is^neteessary, in order to understand the great poetic movement 
of the latter half of the present century in Southern France and 
Eastern Spain. For the movement is a revival rather than a new 
birth. The Proven^*al poets of to-day, or Fdihres as they call them- 
selves, not only derive their inspiration from medireval times, they 
write in tongues which have a common origin with those of the 
Troubadours. We all know the story of how llorno made herself tho 
mistress not solely of the material destinies of the countries she 
conquered, but of their speech also ; of how in the course of centuries, 
this imposed unity of tongue again became diversity, and the popular 
idiom of the Romans developed into the group pf languages which we 
call Romance, and which includes Italian, French, Provenpal, Spanish,. 
Portuguese, Roumanian and a number of minor languages or dialects. 
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Even from the first, peculiarities were to be found in the Latin 
spoken in different provinces, and that which prevailed in Gaul was 
called Gallo-Eoman, just as that which was spoken in Spain was 
called Hispano-Iioman. With the slackening of Roman authority, 
Gallo-Roman again became divided into dialects which form two 
principal groups— the langues cVdil of Northern France, and the 
langucs d'oc of the Southern provinces extending landwards from the 
shores of the Mediterranean.* The langucs d'oc are divided again 
into three groups — Gascon, Catalonian, and Provencal. * The chief 
dialect of the last-named group is Provenval, properly so called. 

In the tenth century there already existed a Provencal literature, of 
which some fragments still remain. The twelfth century brought 
with it a brilliant expansion, chiefly lyrical in character, and due to 
the wandering minstrels or Troubadours. In medimval England, as in 
France and Germany, the Troubadour or Minnesinger, whether. of' 
noble or of peasant birth, was everywhere a favoured and welcome 
guest. The gift of song levelled all barriers of rank, fortune and 
race. And this universal welcome is well illustrated by the story of 
Alfred, who, wishing to visit the Danish camp, adopted the secure 
disguise of a wandering singer. The name Troubadour or TrouY5re is 
derived from trohar — Inaivcr, to find ; and in French the expression 
is still used, “ (y’est vrairaent trouve.” “ It is a real inspiration! 

Although the tradition of song never wholly died out in Provence, 
there is unhappily no continuous chain linking the poets of the 
Middle Ages to the Proven^^al poets of to-day. For the chain was 
rudely broken, and many of the links were lost in the religious wars 
ag«ainst the Albigenses at the end of the twelfth and in the beginning 
of the thirteenth century. At this moment the Troubadours ^vere at 
the zenith of their fame, and it seemed possible that a separate 
nationality and kingdom might be formed from the independent 
provinces of the South, in which the lavguc d'nc was spoken. It may 
well be that it was jealousy of this contingency that prompted the 
French kipg to encourage the Crusades. And, indeed, in ther ruin 
which followed on the path of the Crusaders, all hope of a Proven^jal 
kingdom was lost. Villages were burnt and plundered, and the 
inhabitants massacred without mercy. At the sacking of Beziers 
under Simon de Montfort, there were 60,000 victims ; Albigenses and 
Catholics were slaughtered indiscriminately. Before the assault, the 
Abbe Arnaud Amalric said, “ Slay (dl^ God will know llis own ! ” 

The separate provinces were united with France in the thirteenth 
centurv. The peaceful singers had been driven out, and forced to 
find a refuge elsewhere, some in the seclusion of the cloister, and 

* These distinguishing names, Uivffvetrod and Invgue d'or, derived from the ‘‘yes” 
of the respective languages, became general about the tenth century. Dante calls 
Italian the “lingua di si.” The oil of the North is, of course, the oni of modern 
J’rench. 



498 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


some in foreign lands. Most of their manuscripts were lost or 
destroyed, and from this time the southern dialects degenerated from 
a language of song and poetry to a mere patois, the half contemptuous 
name given to the si)eech of a people without a literature. 

We owe much to tlie Troubadours of Provence. They had some- 
thing of the modern spirit ; it is from them that the two great poets 
of the Middle Ages, Dante and Petrarch, learnt the discipline of 
form and style ; it was the Troubadours who raised the irleal of 
womanhood, and who founded the tradition oE tender and chivalrous 
love. 

Prom the thirteenth century to our own, there was a long interval 
of unproductiveness in ProveiH*al literature, the sihuico being broken 
only now. and then by a few isolated singers. When the works of 
Jasmin became known about the middle of ihe present century, they 
were greeted as the last Hashes of a fire that had long been thought 
extinct. 

Jacques Jasmin, though not properly speaking the founder of the 
Folibrige, was in fact the lirst of the modern troubadours, lie was 
born at Agen in 1798, and was of very humble origin; the son of a 
tailor, whoso customers were few and whose earnings were sadly 
jnsuHicient. The tradition of his family was that they must all die 
<t Pliopilal^ tliat is to say, in tho workhouse, and it was predicted of 
Jac((ues that he would be no exception to tho rule. The little fedlow 
used to gather sticks in the wood, and sell them for a trille, or earn 
a stray suit Ijy carrying parcels at the village Fairs, and so added liis 
mite to the family resources. His father, though he could neither read 
nor write, composed comic songs and verses which ho would recite at 
the weddings, and fairs, and village festivals of the neighbourhood. Ho 
took his little son about with him almost as soon as he could walk. 
For a long time his parents could not afford to send Jactpies to school, 
but finally a scholarship was obtained for him. On leaving school 
he was apprenticed to a hair-dressor at Agen, where he afterwards set 
up in business for himself. He continued meanwhile to study alone, 
spending his few hours of leisure in devouring the works of Florian, 
Goudouli, and other poets. ^J'hen he began himself to compose poems 
and songs, and to recite them to his customers, who came in crowds 
to his shop, as the barber-poet grew to be the fashion. 

Among his chief works are “ Les Papillotes,'’ “ Mes Souvenirs,” 
and “ L^Aveugle de Castel-Ouillo,” which last was translated by Long- 
fellow. In 1852, the Academie Franyaise awarded Jasmin a prize of 
5000f., “ pour ses poesies ocrites en dialecte proven^.al.” He went to 
Paris, and was received everywhere with the greatest enthusiasm. 
Jasmin died in 1861. The success which came to him rather late in 
life seems to have left his native simplicity not altogether unspoilt, if 
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we may judge from the following extract from a letter, written by 
Roumanille to M. Paul Marieton. 

lloumanille, of whom I shall have more to say later, is known as 
the father of the Felibrea, and it is chiefly to his initiative that the 
Provencal renaissance owes its widespread influence. He writes, in 
speaking of the Congress of Provencal poets which met at Arles 
in 1852 : 

“ I was, as it were, harnessc'd to this congress, ns a donkey to a cari. full 
of corn, and there was no need of a whij) to urge me on and make me stretch my 
legs. ‘ Zuze im pen, mon bon ! ’ I Avas in the prime of life, in the full flower 
of rny thii'ty-fourth year. I could liavc dragged my cart-load to the very top 
of Mont Ventoux ! 1 sent out summonses (o the right, to the left, above, 

below, to all those who Avould, I thought, look kindly on my congress ; to the 
young and the old (a.nd especially the young) of (‘very dialect. Never had 
I been so prolitable to the post-oflice, never had I buckh'd iny belt so tight 
(poor ill-paid printer's j’oader that I Avas) as J did then, in ol der to have in 
readiness the stainjis needed to frank all those letters of iiiAutation, amf the 
correspondence to Avhich they gave rise in most eases. Among other stamps 
wasted, 1 reckon, first of all, those \vlii(*b 1 p(‘rsi^t(^ntly throw into the Avell 
of Agon and the celebrated shop of its immortal barber tiasmin. I fninlrd 
to have him. I Avanted him to bo there as Avtdl as in ‘ los Proveinjah^s,' " 
(‘*Les Proveni^ales " is a (‘ollccdion of ])oeins, tl’c., by ditrorent authors, 
pnblished by lloumanille, to Avhich f sliall refer lat(‘r on.) And as 1 have 
iKwer been afraid of the glory of others, but, on the contrary, have ahvays 
rejoieediri it, T cared a great dealaboutliavingdasmin; 1 lUKided liim, J felt be 
must come. SSa tote bieii coitlce de coifleur’ Av^ould have d()ne\(‘ry avoII in the 
landscape. I I'ejoiced beforehand to tliink of lIh* sphuidour wdiich tliis living 
sun would shed on our jTie .... alas, poor llourna ! What an illusion 1 
lie came not to the meeting, and 1 av<\s left feeling small, and disappointed, 
and downcast. ’IVas a drop of gall in my cup of honey. If even the 
thiscon divinity had deigned to answer a single one of my letters, and to ttdl 
nm how and why it Avas he would not come and join us at Arles. Put not 
a line not a Avord ! And all my Avast(Ml stamps ! It Avas Fredol of 
Maguelonne avIio gave me the key to the Jasmin enigma. 

“ ‘ Well, did you see Jasmin i Have you spoken to him ? What did he 
«ay ? ’ ^ 

“ ‘ My friend, I have seen Jasmin, I have S 2 ^oken to him, and he said ’ 

‘What did ho say ? ’ 

“ ‘ That he Avould not come to Arles ; it Avould be the last thing he Avould 
think of doing.' 

“ ‘ And then ? ' 

‘ That Ave might meet together JO, of), «S(), 100 of us, but that between 
us all we should never make as much noise in the w'orld as he had done, 
and would do, all by himself ! ' This is an hist oric fact ! What can one do 
with such a man ? I said to myself, ‘ liouma, you are no better than a fool ! 
You ought to have foreseen tliis, ainJ aA’oided the snuh'- -«/?'i economised the 
liostago stamps ! ’ 

“And truly, the barber of Agen, one day at Avignon, shoAved himself to 
me in his real colours. It Avas in 1.S48 ; he was on a pihjriinafje^ as be loved 
to call it, through Provence and Languedoc with Mdlle. iloaldez, a remaik- 
ably gifted harpist. The young lady drew sweet melodies from the instrument 
of King David, and Jasmin alternated Avith hei’, reciting admirably his 
Gascon pieces — ‘La Seinaine d’uii Fih,' ‘ Marthe la Folle,' tl’c. — like the 



500 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


finished actor that he was. The audience was carried away, and storms of 
applause follow'cd on one another. That evening I saw tears in the brightest 
eyes of Avignon. (At that time I was by no means indifferent to bright 
eyes, and I might say the same even now !) 

“ At the end of the poetic concert the great actor-poet came down from 
tlie platform to receive the congratulations and hand-shakes of the ladies 
and gentlemen in the front seats. I, Itouina, deeply moved and in a fever 
of excitement, forced my way from the very back of the hall to the hero of 
the fete, 

“ ‘ Monsieur Jasmin,* I said, ‘ I am indeed happy to press the hand of a 
great master.* 

I thank you, young man,* said he, taking off his gloves. ‘To whom 
have I the honour of speaking ? * 

“ ‘To Tloumanille, a humble flute-player.* 

“ Hero I must explain that I liad just published ‘ Li Margarideto,* and 
had dedicated to flasmiri the piece 1 thouglit the least unworthy of his 
acceptance. I had sent him, the year before, my first volume (the page 
wit^^ Madalhio marked), together with a respectful lettiT. This was in 
October 1847. And so I said my name distinctly, Nomnamlle, hoping that 
if the poet of Agen had not tliought it worth wliile to send me a litio of 
thanks for my dedication and the j)r('sent of my book, ho might profit by 
the opportunity to show' me this coiii tesy by word of mouth. 

“ ‘ lloumanille ? . . . . Indeed, 7uonfiieu7% the naim; is not altogether 

unknown to me lloumanillo . . . . / tJiouijkt it icas the 'name of a 

dead poeL^ 

“This roceptioji took away my breath. However, I only answered, 

‘ Pai’don, Monsieur Jasmin! I am not dead yol, thank Heaven! As you 
see, I am muen younger than you are; as you see also, I am in perfect 
health, and 1 have reason to hope that you will die before 1 do, and — who 
knows ? Heaven may decree that I shall write your epitaph ! ’ ’* 

I have quoted at length from this letter because it gives a vivid 
picture of the two men. Paul Marieton, to whom it was written, 
and who is the editor of the monthly lievtir. FHibr6cnnc and a 
poet of no little fame, says of lloumanille, that his letters even more 
than his published works show all his verve and his good sense. All 
his life a man of the people, Roumanille was yet very refined. His 
university training, while it enabled him to express in literary form 
his genuine feelings,’ had in no wise destroyed their savour nor taken 
aught from the frank and joyous humour of the peasant of Saint 
Rdmy. I may here quote a few lines from an article by Thomas 
Janvier, himself a Felibre, which was published in the Century 
Magazine : 

“ Most gentle is the business carried on by the people of St. Remy : the 
raising of flowers and the sale of their seed. All around the town are fields 
of flowers, and the flowers are suffered to grow to full maturity, that their 
seed may be garnered and sent abroad. Everywhere delicate odours floated 
in the air, and though it was August bright colours still mingled every- 
where with the green of leaves and grass. Insensibly their gracious 
manner of earning a livelihood has reacted upon the people themselves; the 
folk of St, Rcmy are noted for their gentleness and kindliness even among 
their gentle and kindly fellow-countrymen of Provence. We understood 
better Roumanille*s beautiful nature’ when we came to know the town of 
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gardens wherein he was born, and we also appreciated rrori Keenly the 
verse — in his exquisite little poem to his mother — in which he chronicles 
his birth ; — 

* In a farmhousn hidden in the midst of apple-trees, * 

On a beautiful morning in harvest time, 

I was born to a gardener and a gardener’s wife, 

In the gardens of St. R6niy.* ” 

Roumanille was born in 1818 and was sent to school and to 
college. At the age of twenty he wrote some verses to his mother, 
but when ho came to read them to her he found she had long since 
forgotten the little French she had learnt at school, and understood 
no word of the tender poem. Tho youth, sad and disappointed, thus 
expressed his feelings : 

“ So my mother is deprived of all tho intellectual pleasures which delight 
me. When her day’s work is done she cannot listen to beautiful thoughts and 
iiiolodious words. In tho centre and tho north of France the words of bur 
j)oets penetrate into the worksliop of tlie nieclianic and into tho hut of the 
labourer. By song, verse, or a joyous or a noble thought may bo 

engraven in their memories. But here, wbsit is the poetry of tho poor ? 
(.)iir Provencal language lias been dishonoured for couturies past by coarse 
and flippant writers who use it as the medium for their vulgar jokes fit 
only for the oars of <lruukards. And this is all our popular literature! 
Well, since our mothers do not know French enough to understand tho 
songs inspired by the tendernoss of their children, let us sing in tho lan- 
guage of our mothers, and pbico within their reach a literature at onco 
Jiealthy, free and pure, yet joyous and gay and truly of tho people.” 

This ambition he fulfilled. 

From 1835 to 1838 his first poems were published in L'Eclw dii 
RhOne^ and afterwards, in 1817, republished in a collection, ‘‘Li 
Margarideto ” (Zrs In 181-7 he gathered together the 

works of several IVoven^al poets in a volume, which was published 
under the title of ‘*Les Proverivales.” In 1852 was held the Congress 
of Arles mentioned in the letter quoted above ; and from that time 
tho Proven^.al poets met together regularly in a kind of informal 
academy. For a long while they hesitated as to what name they 
should take. “ Trouvure seemed commonplace, and “ Troubadour 
grotesque. Often the peasants of the neighbourhood would come at 
the conclusion of their feasts and sing the local songs during the 
dessert. One day an old woman stood out from the ranks of her 
companions, and sang a strange song which contained the names of 
the twelve apostles. She proclaimed them one by one, and thus 
ended her song: “Grands apotres, grands felibres!” (“Great 
apostles, great folibres ! ”). Mistral, Roumanille, and others sought 
in vain for this word in their memories. The woman was told she 
must be mistaken, but she insisted that the word felihre really formed 
part of the song. All philological research proved useless. And 
then the Provencal poets agreed to adopt the poor lost word, “ a true 
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waif of language.’' It has been conjectured tliat its real etymology is 
‘‘ homme de foi libre.” Another suggestion is “ faiseur de livres/' 
but this seems less probable. 

On May 21, 1851, was held the first formal meeting of the Asso- 
ciation of Folibres or Fdihrifje at the Castle of Fontsegugne, near 
Avignon. The poets were seven in number : lloumanille, Anselme 
Mathieu, Aubaiiel, Tavan, Giora, Brunet, and Frederic Mistral — all 
these sharing with Rournanille the enthusiastic desire to take up 
again the lule of the Troubadours, and by their singing to give fresh 
life to their native idiom. 

At this meeting lloumanille was chosen to be Capon] or head of 
the Folibres, and it was decided to begin the publication of the 
Abnnnach Provcngal^ which should contain verses and stories in 
dialect. 

lloumanille and his friends were truly apostles, and the good news 
of. the Proven^'al renaissance spread vapidly through the South of 
France and the Catalan provinces. 

“ Et la incr aiix Hots Mviis, la inor harmoniousc', 

8iir lo d’or, ou dvpnis cira'i cents ans 

do la I’lovc'iieo etait silencieu'.t*, 

»Se tnt, p<)iir e(;out(3r un clicrur de i)aysan‘'.'’ 

‘‘And tli(3 hlue-liillowcd sea Imsliod its nu'lody sweet, 

On tljc fnir i^oldeii shore when* tiv(‘ centuries long 
A siloneo of <leat.h held the of Proxein o, 

To list to a choriKs (»f ]*casants in song,” 


Since the first meeting at Arles, there have been over 1500 poets 
writing in Proveneal and more than 5000 works published in that 
language. Among these poets was Bonaparte Wyse, an Irishman who 
was warmly welcomed as a Frlibre, and who died last year. Elizabeth 
(^ueen of lloumania was for some time the (^lueen of the Folibres, 
and has taken a vivid interest in thtj movement. She has herself 
contributed, under her iiom dr i/umr of Ctirmen Rylva, many charming 
poems and stories to the Frovenval literature. The movement now 
flourishes in four provinces (I'rovence, Catalonia, Aquitaine and 
Languedoc) where the Felibrigo has taken the form of a large 
academy. Each province has a rnaia/rmoicc presided over by a 
syndicate. The number of the ma'ndxncurs is over 2000. The more 
distinguished among the poets obtain the title of felibre majoraL 
Every year fetes are held in each of the provinces, when the poets 
gather together in brotherly union from all parts, and the loving cup 
is passed from hand to hand — the celebrated cup which was given by 
the Catalonians to their brother poets of Provence. The cup is of 
graceful and antique form, the stem imitating that of a palm tree ; 
on either side stands the figure of a young girl, tall, slender an^ 
smiling. The one represents Provence, • the other Catalonia. It is 
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this cup that Mistral celebrates in his well-known song La Coupe/' 
which is now, as it were, the Marseillaise of the South, and of which 
tho following is a translation : 

Proven^inx, this is tlie cup that we have from the Catalonians. Let us 
drink, each in turn, tlie pure wine of our viiitii^'e. Holy (;up, tilled to over- 
flowing, pour out from thy fulness, pour out in a Ihjwing stream the 
enthusiasm and tho energy of tho brave ! 

“ Of an ancient })Oople, proud and fi*ce, we are perhaps tho last, and if the 
Fclihres fall, then will fall our nation. Holy 

“ Of a new springing race we ani perhaps tlie fii-st slioots, of our country 
we aro the pillars and the cliiefs. 1 lol)' itc*. 

“ Pour out to us tho hopes and tho dreams of youth, tlie memories of the 
jiast, and faith in tho ye:ir to cointi. Holy 6:c. 

Pour out for us the knowledge of truth and beauty, and those lofty 
delights which defy the tomb. 1 loly ttc. 

“ Pour out for us sweet jjoesy, to sing all that has life ; for poetry is tlio 
nectar which renders mnii divine. Holy itc. 

‘‘ F<ir the glory of our country, you our litdjiers, O Catidonians, from afar, 
() brobliers, let us take counsel together. J loly cup, iilloil to overflowing, 
pour out from thy fiihiess, pour out in a flowing stnsrni the entlinsiasin and 
tlie energy of the bravo. 

Frederic Mistral, the author of thivS stirring song, is the greatest of 
tlie Provonyal poets. He has written a charming autobiographical 
sketch as a preface to his volume of poems entitled ‘-Leslies d’Or,” 
from which I translate some passages. 

“ L was horn at Mailljuic in So])tendicr 18 r‘» 0 . Maillano is .-i village near 
Arles, numbering about loOO souls, and situated in the ctmtro of a vast 
]‘]aiii houiuled on the south by tho blue Alps. JMy pavouts lived in the 
country and managed their own family estate. ^\y father lost Ids first 
wife aiul w’as llfty-Iivo yi'ars old wlicu he married for tho second time. 
This is how’ he made tho ac<|uainta.nco of my mqther. One year at mid- 
siuiimci’, Maitre Kranrois ^listral was in the midst of his fields of coiti, which 
a h.'iTid of reapers \\ei*e cutting down with the, sickle. A crowd of gleaners 
followeti the men, and ])ic*ked uj> tho stray ears which had escaped the rake. 
M.utro Kranvois, my father, noticed a hcautifu] young girl as ho remained 
h(‘ldnd the others, seendng ashamed to glean as they diil, Jlo went up to 
her {ind said : ‘ .Mignonne, whose child aro you ^ What is your name '^ ’’ 
I’lie young girl answered, ^ [ jim the daugliti'r of Ktieniic Poulinet, the 
INIayor of Maillano. They call me Dclahle.' 

“ ‘What 1 ’ (Tio<l luy f.ither, ‘ tho daughter of PoiiIinut,AIayor of Maillane, 
goes a-gleaning ! ” 

“ ‘ Master,’ replied sho, ‘wo aro a large family, six girls and two hoys, and 
thoiigli our father is fairly well-to-do, as you know, when w(» ask him for 
money to buy ribbons, ho answers, “ i\ly children, if you want pretty things 
to wear, earn them.” And that is why I liav(^ com<‘ a gleaning.’ 

fSix months after this meeting, Avhich recalls the sccuie between Hath and 
I >oa/., Maitre Francois asked IMaitrc Poulinet for the hand of liis daughter 
Delaide, and I am tlieir child.” 

Mistral goes on to describe his free and happy childhood, spent on 
his father^s farm, which seemed to him an earthly Paradise. At the 
age of nine or ten ho was put to school in the neighbourhood, but he 
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so often played truant, that his parents thought it best to send him 
away to a small boarding-school in Avignon. At first, the change 
from the freedom of the fields to the constraint of a lyc6e^ and the 
necessity, under pain of ridicule, of speaking French instead of his 
native Provencal, made the boy very unhappy ; but gradually the love 
of study grew stronger, and in the descriptions of Virgil and Homer 
he recognised a vivid picture of the peasant life of his beloved home. 
His first literary attempt was a translation of Virgil's ‘'First Eclogue." 

In 1845 Roumanille came as a master to the school where 
Mistral had been placed. A warm friendship sprang up between 
teacher and pupil — a friendship which proved a lasting one, and 
which had a great influence on MistraFs career, and also on the 
future of the Provencal renaissance. In 18 J 7, Fredoric left school, 
and the following year went to Aix to stuily law. He took his 
degree in 1851 ; but when his father told him to choose a career, he 
threw aside his lawyer’s gown and decided to live a life of contem- 
plation amid the country scenes he loved, writing his beautiful 
poems at leisure and far from the madding crowd.” His first 
great work (perhaps his greatest) was “ Mir5io,” which was dedicated 
to Lamartine in the following words : 


“ I offer thee ^Tirrio, it. is my heart and my soul, 
And t lie blossom of my years, 

A cluster of Clrau grapes with all its green loaves 
To thee a peasant boars.” * 


Lamartine wrote of “ Mireio," 

‘‘ The literature of village life is found — thanks be to Heaven ! A great 
epic poet is born — the nations of tlie West can produce such no more, Init 
nature in the South continues to give tlicm to mankind - there is virtue in 
the sun ! A true Itonioric poet in these times, a primitive poet in our age 
of decadence, a Greek po(it at Avignon, a poet, wlio creates a language from 
a dialect even as Petrarcli created Italian, who transforms a vulgar 
into a classic tongue full of imagery and harmony, delighting the ear and 
the imagination — a jioet who plays on his village harp a sympliony of Mozart 
or of Beethoven— a poet of twenty-live who, at the first outpouring of his 
genius, gives to the world, in a flood of j)ure melody, a rustic epic where the 
descriptive scenes of the Odyssey and tlie innocently passionate scones of 
the Daphnis and Chloo of Jjongus, mingled witli. the holiness and sadness 
of Christianity, are sung with the grace of Longus and the majestic 
simplicity of the blind Bard of Ohio.” 

Mir^io is the daughter of a rich farmer of the valley of La Orau ; 
Vincent, a poor travelling basket-maker, a supple and sturdy youth, 
with whom the girl falls in love one day when lie comes to work for 
her father. The picking of the mulberry leaves — la cueilletle — to feed 
the silkworms, brings the youth and maiden into closer acquaintance. 

* Slightly altered from the translation by Miss Harriet Waters Preston. 
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.The firat delicious love scene can only be compared to the meeting by 
the river in “ The Ordeal of Eichard Feverel/^ The happiness of 
the lovers is soon interrupted by rival suitors for Mirdio’s hand, one 
of whom, mad with jealousy, challenges Vincent to a duel and 
wounds him treacherously. Vincent however recovers, but only to 
find an insurmountable obstacle to his marriage with Mir^io in the 
unyielding pride of her father. She, in her sorrow, remembers that 
Vincent had once advised her, in any danger or trouble, to go to 
the iCglise des Saintes Maries, at some distance beyond La Crau, and 
there to ask the help of the Saints, who would never fail her. 
Trusting to Vincent’s words of counsel, she starts on her pilgrimage. 
But the poor child has overrated her strength. The fatigue of a long 
journey on foot across the arid and stony plain, the hot sun pouring 
down on her unprotected head (fordn her haste she had forgotten her 
sun-bonnet) are all too much for her, and close within reach of 'her 
goal she is stricken down. She just manages to creep into the chapel 
of the Saints, and her father and mother, who have spent two nights 
and days in agonised search for her, find Miroio unconscious at the 
foot of the altar. Full of grief and remorse, they consent to her 
marriage with Vincent. But it is too late ! The story of Mir6io’s 
death is full of exquisite touches. In her delirium she sees visions 
of angels and hears heavenly music, and she fancies that a boat 
has come to fetch her to another world, “ where two may love 
in peace." The poem of Mir^io was awarded a prize by the 
French Academy in 1861, and forms the subject of one of 
Gounod’s most beautiful operas.* Mistral himself translated 
the poem into French,' following the original very closely, but he 
has been accused of having purposely made the French somewhat poor 
(though the reproach does not seem to us a just one), in order the 
better to show' the richness and sonority of the IVovcn^-al. Besides 
MirMo, Mistral has wTitten Calendau,” “ Nerto,” and a volume of 
poems entitled, “ Les lies d'Or.” But he himself considers that the 
great work of his life is the “ Tresor du Folibrigo,” a dictionary of 
the Provencal dialects. Writing of ‘‘ Les lies d’Or,^’ he says : 

‘ “ The title may seem ambitious, I own ; but I may be forgiven when 
it is known that it is the name of that small group of i*ocky islands, 
golden in the Sunlight, which are seen from the shore at Ilyeros. And 
then, those divine moments in which love, enthusiasm, or sorrow makes 
poets of us all, are they not in truth the oases, the tjoldan islands of our 
existence ? ” 

It is my good fortune to have the honour of a personal acquaint- 
ance with this great poet, and to have witnessed one of the annual 
fetes des Fdihres^ or maintenances^ as they are called. The celebration 
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was held at Montpellier, a university town, and one of the most 
beautiful cities of Provence. 

My brother-in-law, Ars6ne Darraesteter, who had given many years 
to the study of old French and the Romance languages, had been 
asked to be one of the vice-presidents on this occasion, and my sister 
and I went with him. It was in May : the weather was perfect, 
and everything was in the first freshness of spring. The singing of 
birds, tjie profusion of lovely flowers, the beauty of the scenery, and 
the strong impression produced on me by the enthusiasm of the poets 
of Provence, all combined to make the memory of this time inefface- 
able. We passed through Avignon, the city of the l^opes, where we 
had our first sight of the rapid Rhone ; Arles; where, in the silvery 
moonlight, we first saw the Roman arena, rising white and stately 
like a ghost from the past — Arles, with its beautiful old Cathedra) 
of “St. Trophime and its smiling, peaceful Aliscamps, or Champs 
Elysees, where so many of the old Romans lie at rest. Then through 
Ntmes, witli its striking contrast between the bright bustling modern 
town and the remains of the old Roman life — the gardens with their 
marble baths, the Arena, and the Maison Carree ; and thence to 
Montpellier, which was the goal of our pilgrimage. On the first 
evening we met Frederic Mistral, the chief of the l^Vdibres (Rouma- 
nille having some time before his death resigned this honour in his 
favour), and the hero of the liour. 1 fis appearance is most impres- 
sive : he is tall, broad, and manly looking, with a face singularly 
handsome and intellectual, and still youthful in its fire and vigour ; 
dark eyes, keen yet kindly and regular features, the habitual expres- 
sion of which is a bright and genial gaiety. Add to this the most 
musical of voices, a chivalrous courtesy of manner, and you have, 
perhaps, some slight idea of his personality. Mistral told us much 
about the movement, and the evening passed all too quickly. 

On the following day wo drove to the Villa Louise- ~a few miles 
from the town. Passing through a large garden, we came to -an oval 
space surrounded by magnificent elms. In tliis space seats were 
arranged in a semicircle for the guests, some five hundred in number ; 
and facing them was the Cour (V Amour, This consisted of seven 
Fdlibres and seven ladies (of whom my sister was one) and was pre- 
sided over by M. Laforgue. After Mistral’s ‘Mlymn to the Sun^^ 
had been sung, all present joining in the chorus, the President' gave 
an account of the year’s literary work and announced the names o£ 
the prize-winners. One of these was a young girl of twenty, Mile. 
Bremond, a farmer’s daughter, who had written a beautiful poem. 
She was unable to be present to receive her prize, because she had 
literally to “ make hay while the sun shone,.” and help in her father’s 
fields. The successful competitors were crowned with wreaths of 
laurel which had been gathered near the tomb of Virgil at Naples 
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and conveyed to France as laurus Virginia plantes inidicinales, in order 
to avoid their confiscation through fear of the phylloxera, by which 
the French vineyards were at that time being devastated. Songs, 
speeches and recitations completed the proceedings, and we drove 
back to Montpellier in time to dress for the banquet in the evening. 

There were about a hundred guests present, of whom only seven 
were ladies ; and after the necessary but less interesting business of 
dinner was over, there were several speeches. Mistral proposed to 
drink to the women of France, the living and the dead ; to those who 
had inspired men with faith and courage to serve their country, and 
to those other noble women who had themselves given their lives for 
their native land. With this toast he coupled the name of the Lady 
Giralda of Laval, who during her husband’s absence conducted, the 
defence of her castle against the Crusaders. When at last, after a 
long and hard struggle, she was forced to surrender, the besiegers 
were so furious at having been held at bay by a woman, that they 
seized the unfortunate Giralda, and threw her down a dry well which 
they covered with a heap of stones. “ I was walking near this spot,” 
said Mistral, “ with my friend the Comte de Toulouse, and he pointed 
out to me that no plant grows in its neighbourhood but ahsintlie 
(wormwood), the plant of bitterness. It seems as though Nature 
herself still mourns the cruel death of her heroic child, and cries 
aloud for vengeance.” This speech was followed by one from Arsine 
Darmesteter. In poetry and song alL men are brothers. But 
the idiom which is natural to a land is the one in which the thoughts 
of its people are best expressed ; in another language they would lose 
their character and individuality,” so he drank to the prosperity of the 
Felibriges and the poetry of the people. The speeches were followed 
by songs — ^Mistral singing his own “ Magali ” (from Mir^io ”), after 
which a young Marseillais poet sang a line patriotic song of his own 
composition, and became so excited and moved that ho jumped up 
on his chair, as it were to dominate the audience. The enthusiasm was 
intense and really thrilling. One felt it was no mere affectation or 
fashion, but a deep and real emotion. 

There has been a strong opposition in France to the whole move- 
ment, on the ground that it is separatist and anti-patriotic in its ten- 
dency, but this is, I think, well answered in the words of Felix 
Gras : “ J’aime mon village plus que ton village ; j’aime ma 
Provence plus que ta province. J’aime la France plus que tout.” 


CtScile HARToa* 
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I N the Budget of 1890 Mr. Goschen put an additional sixpence of 
duty on the gallon of spirits, and set it apart, along with three- 
pence a barrel of the existing duty on beer, as a subvention to 
local authorities, to be devoted, one-third, or nearly so, to providing 
pensions for the police, another third, or nearly so, to compensating 
publicans for the extinction of their licences, and the residue to the 
reduction of their own lo’cal rates. But the fund was no sooner 
created than the greater part of it was snatched from its original 
objects by a sudden gust of opinion and diverted to a more liberal desti- 
nation. When the President of the Local Government Board brought 
in a Bill to give effect to the Chancellor’s plans, the idea of com- 
pensating publicans raised such a storm of opposition that it was 
dropped overboard altogether, and the representatives of the new 
technical education movement, headed by Mr. Arthur Acland, con- 
trived to secure for County Councils the option of applying the 
residue, if they so chose, to the' promotion of technical education 
instead of the reduction of rates. Out of that option, originating 
in this almost accidental way, and conceded with probably little 
expectation of such a self-denying ordinance being actually exercised 
<to any general extent, there has sprung up a movement of remarkable 
cnterest and activity in every county and borough of Great Britain ; 
and the result is that more than four-fifths of the residue of the 
beer-money (as this fund is popularly called, though much more of 
it comes from spirits than from beer), instead of going to the relief 
of the ratepayers, is now being spent by the representatives of the 
ratepayers themselves in furnishing the people with every variety of 
technical instruction. And after all there is no better way of 
relievmg rates than to enlarge the volume of wealth rated, and no 
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better way of enlarging the volume of wealth rated, than to increase 
the efBoiency of every class of its producers. The fund has now 
been three years at work, and it is time to see what has been done 
with it. 

The amount of the fund will of course vary with the annual con- 
sumption of spirits and beer, but it has averaged about £1,350,000 
during the three years it has existed, and it is distributed in the pro- 
portion of 80 per cent, to England, 1 1 per cent, to Scotland, and 
9 per cent, to Ireland, in accordance with the amount of their local 
taxation, although it is probably drawn from these countries, according 
to their consumption of drink, in the proportion of 60 per cent, from 
England, 25 per cent, from Scotland, and 15 per cent, from Ireland. 
This new injustice to the poorer countries, however, has, for a wonder, 
excited little remark, though it taxes them by so considerable a sum 
as £270,000 a year for the good of England alone. As the money 
has been actually distributed the English share has averaged 
£1,080,000, the Scotch £148,000, and the Irish £121,000, The 
Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act of 1890, which deals 
with this fund, prescribes for it a different application in each of 
these countries. In England and Wales a fixed sum of £300,000 
must first be deducted for police pensions, and the whole of the 
remaining £780,000 is to be devoted either to reducing local rates,, 
or to promoting technical education, or in Wales to the third 
alternative of intermediate education, at the option of the local 
authorities. In Scotland the first £40,000 must go to police pensions^ 
the next £40,000 to free education in the elementary schools, then 
a farther sum of £15,000 goes to pay the salaries of county medical 
officers of health ; and then, finally, the residue — the comparative trifle 
of £53,000 — is left to the discretion of County Councils to apply to 
the reduction of county rates, or to the promotion of technical 
instruction, as they think best. 

There being in Ireland neither county police nor County Council, 
no part of the Irish share of the money is devoted to police pensions, 
and no part of it is left to local discretion to fix its destination. 
The whole money is devoted to educational purposes by the statute ; 
first, a sum of £78,000 is to be distributed among the national 
elementary schools according to the number of their pupils, and 
then the residue is to go to the aid of intermediate schools for payment 
of fees dependent on the results of public examinations of students, 
and for payment of prizes and exhibitions, and giving of certificates 
to students. 

As there is little to be said of the application of the money in 
Ireland, it may be conveniently said at once, and be done with. 
First, as to the application of the £78,000 for primary education, a 
distinction is made between contributory unions — in which the 
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guardians give a contribution from the rates to the support of the 
national schools in their jurisdiction, and non-contributory unions, in 
which the guardians give no such contribution from the rates ; and the 
Act prescribes that the money falling to the schools of the con- 
tributory unions be paid to the guardians, and used by them as a 
complete or partial reimbursement of the contribution from the 
poor rates, but that in the non-contributory unions it shall go to the 
benefit of the school funds, as an addition to any local contribution 
these funds may be receiving from private sources. Practically, 
therefore, it is applied to reduce rates in the contributory unions and 
to increase schoolmasters’ salaries in the non-contributory ones ; and 
as the great majority of the unions are non-contributory, more than 
three-fourths of the £78,000 goes to them, and is devoted to increasing 
the schoolmasters’ salaries and the general efficiency of the schools. 
L^st year only £]o, 000 went to the contributory unions, and that sum 
was the only part of the whole Irish share of the fund which passed 
to the extinction of rates. The effect of the increase of the 
school funds in the non-contribntory unions has made itself apparent 
in the fact that, whereas in 1889- 90 the teachers of 576 national 
schools failed to get the full amount of the results fees they had 
earned, for want of the equivalent local contribution which Govern- 
ment requires as a condition of their payment, there were only fourteen 
schools whose teachers failed to get these fees in 1890-91. 

Then as to the residue, £30,000 or £10,000, which is available for 
secondary education, that has almost doubled the funds at the 
disposal of the Commissioners of Intermediate Education, jmd there- 
fore greatly enlarged their power of forwarding secondary schools, 
and they state that in consequence of this increase of income they 
have undertaken two fresh developments which they had been 
contemplating for some time — one in connection with a commercial 
school in the senior grade, and the other in connection with the 
establishment of a preparatory grade. The money is not available 
for technical education except in so far as that is already intro- 
duced into either the elementary or the intermediate schools, and in 
some branches Ireland is ahead of England and Scotland here. 
Agriculture, for example, is a general subject in all Irish rural 
schools ; eighty thousand pupils are examined in agriculture every 
year, and school-farms and school-gardens are not uncommon. But 
the observation of what the beer-money is doing for technical education 
on this side of the Channel has given rise to a strong and influential 
movement for the purpose of obtaining for Ireland a Government 
endowment for technical education equivalent to the beer-money 
fund, which is available in England ; and the £120,000 which is taken 
from the pockets of Irish spirit drinkers to pay for the technical educa- 
tion of English labourers will be sure to be claimed back. 
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In England and Wales, according to a special official return 
published in 1892^ the residue the first year was £740,376 85 . ScZ., 
and of this sum £236,242 18s. lOrf. was applied to the extinction of 
local rates. No similar return exists for the following year ; but 
from the information contained in a Science and Art Department 
return of 1893, supplemented by facA published in the liecord of 
the National Association for Technical Education,” it would appear 
that not more than £150,000 is now applied to that purpose. And 
in considering these figures, it must be remembered that in 1891, 
£102,572 Is. 7rf., and last year £115,000, of the total sum given for 
the diminution of rates were given in London alone. The rest of 
England and Wales received last year more than £600,000 of beer- 
money, and applied only £35,000 to ratepayers* relief. When we 
think that there are more than one hundred and twenty counties and 
county -boroughs in England and Wales, the unanimity with which 
they denied themselves the relief a benevolent Chancellor devised for 
them, and spent the money instead upon the new excitement of tech- 
nical education, is really surprising. No county or county-borough 
in England and Wales now applies the whole of the beer-money, 
and only eleven apply any part of it, to the reduction of their local 
burdens. These eleven are : Herefordshire, Middlesex, East Sussex, 
West Sussex, Shropshire, Rutland, Gloucester, North Riding of York- 
shire, Loudon, Wolverhampton, and Middlesborough. Staffordshire, 
while voting the money to technical education, reserves the right to use 
nearly half of it for the next two years for other local purposes. 
West Sussex and Shropshire arc backsliders ; both counties have for 
the last three years given the whole fund to technical education 
purposes ; but for the coming year, West Sussex Council has by a 
majority resolved to give none of it to that purpose, and Shropshire 
has resolved to apply half of it to the relief of rates. 

Scotland has comparatively only a very small sum to divide — about 
the same that falls to the single hlnglish county of Lancaster; 
and the first year it divided the money in nearly equal parts between 
technical education and rate reduction. In that year the Scotch 
residue was £48,051, of which £20,506 was given to technical edu- 
cation, and £21,481 to reduction of rates. But in the following year, 
out of a residue of £58,243, £40,258 was voted to technical education 
and £17,985 to relief of rates. The progress of the technical educa- 
tion movement was obstructed in Scotland by certain limitations im- 
posed by Scotch law upon Councils in their application of this fund ; 
but these limitations were removed by the Technical Schools (Scotland) 
Amendment Act of 1892, and it seems likely therefore that we are 
in Scotland, as in England, within measurable distance of the total 
conversion of this rate-relief fund into a technical education fund. 

This result is partly due to the fact that the public mind had been 
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long awakening to our serious national deficiencies in the matter 
industrial education, insomuch that many of the l^ger boroughs hadi 
already in 1887 devoted their Jubilee Memorial funds to the erection 
of technical schools. But it must be largely ascribed to the happy 
intervention of the National Association for Technical and Secondary 
Education, who instituted an acftve propaganda for their cause among 
councillors and other local notabilities, as soon as the Local Taxation 
(Customs and Excise) Act passed, and supplied the Councils with every 
information and guidance they required on the subject at that impor- 
tant moment. 

The Councils, on their part, took up the task with great spirit. 
They had, of course, many difficulties, for they found themselves set 
to a' work for which the very machinery required first to be created. 
Outside the larger cities a few science and art classes, under the 
Department, here and there, were the only means of technical instruction 
that existed. There were neither technical schools nor technical 
teachers ; there was a complex variety of subjects claiming to be 
taught ; there was a clamour of applications for grants from schools 
aspiring to a technical wing, from farmers’ clubs, mechanics’ institutes, 
university extension societies, associations for this and associations for 
that, all eager to draw a little of the stream to turn their own parti- 
cular wheel. The Councils called in the aid of educational and industrial 
experts in their vicinity for preparing their plans, and they in many 
cases delegated the permanent management of their educational work 
to a mixed Board, with a large proportion of outside members, chosen 
for special qualifications. Besides this Technical Education Board, 
or the Technical Education Committee of the Council, many counties 
have organised local committees, in the several districts of the 
county, for making local arrangements ; and sixty counties and 
county-boroughs have appointed an organising secretary with a fair 
salary. They will, it is needless to say, have made many mistakes ; 
but they have gone about matters in a practical way, and when they 
have made mistakes they have shown themselves quick to repair them. 
Much of the work was necessarily tentative, and that indeed is part of 
its value. Each local authority has started the work in its own way, 
according to its own circumstances, industries, and resources ; so that the 
country has for two years been one great experimental station, with 
some hundreds of separate plots of educational varieties. 

Much of the money has naturally gone during these years to meet 
expenses connected with the first establishment of the scheme, and 
which are therefore not recurrent. The boroughs, for example, 
have very generally sunk most of it in stone and lime. Thirty-five 
of the sixty-one county-boroughs of England have devoted at least 
three-fourths of their drink-money to the erection of a new municipal 
technical school, or to the extinction of the debt of such a school 
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already erected or in course of erection, and "to the maintenance of 
the lectures, classes, and apparatus in it, if the building was free of 
debt; and they have given the residue to evening continuation 
schools, or to science and art classes, or to both. 

The general public has probably little idea of the number of im- 
portant technical schools which the English boroughs have built during 
the last six or seven years, or of the expense they have incurred for 
the purpose. Bolton, for example, has built a technical school at a 
cost of £15,000 ; Bury at a cost of £10,000 ; Blackburn, of £40,000. 
Oldham and Rochdale are now spending £12,000 each in building one ; 
Halifax and Derby are spending £20,000 each ; Bath, £21,000 ; 
Worcester and West Ham, £40,000; Birmingham, £48,000; and 
Manchester, on a site worth £100,000, is erecting a technical school 
estimated to cost £130,000 more, the most elaborate and magnificent 
product as yet of the whole movement. Glasgow is thinking of 
laying out £100,000 on the same object ; and Barrow, Boston, 
Burnley, Stockport, Salford, Preston, Wigan, Leicester, Lincoln, 
Norwich, Nottingham, Reading, Exeter, Plymouth, Devonport, 
Brighton, York, St. Helens, Hull, Bradford, West Bromwich, all 
have technical schools of the same expensive character, either already 
erected or in course of erection. The non-county boroughs are 
following suit, and we continually read of one or another of them 
spending £6000 or £8000 or £10,000 on a new technical school, and 
scores of them have placed themselves under the Technical Instruction 
j(ct and imposed a rate for the purpose. Eighty-seven local author- 
ities in England and Wales have now done so, including 20 counties 
and only eight county- boroughs ; and there are now as many as 1 90 
organised technical schools already at work in Great Britain, and 
30 more in course of construction. Nor has expense been spared in 
furnishing the schools any more than in building them. Cardiff has 
voted £2000 to buy a single machine — a 100-ton testing machine — for 
the laboratory, because a smaller one would be useless for practical 
instruction. 

Now in meeting all this heavy cost it is no occasion for surprise if 
the boroughs have drawn to some extent upon their beer-money fund ; 
but this step, like every other that has been taken in expending that 
money, has provoked much hostile criticism. Instead of wasting the 
money on extravagant buildings, it is said, they could have made it go 
further by grants to grammar schools and other local institutions. 
The soundness of this criticism cannot perhaps be properly tested 
except, for each locality, by a knowledge of the circumstances of 
the locality ; but, as a matter of general policy, the boroughs can 
only be commended for determining tfiat, if technical instruction is 
to be supplied at all, it must be supplied in an efficient way, even 
though efficiency might be expensive. And it ought to be remem- 
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bered that if they have drawn part of the expense from the beer- 
money fund, they have drawn much the greater part of it from their 
own pockets, either by subscriptions or by a rate. Manchester pays 
none of it out of the beer-money, but all from a loan on the security 
of the rates. 

In towns which have built no central technical school, and in .most 
of the counties, large building grants have been made to extend or 
adapt existing institutions for the purposes of technical instruction. 
Bristol has given quite a third of its total receipts during the two 
years to provide and equip new buildings in connection with institu- 
tions like its University College and its Grammar School. Surrey 
has spent nearly a third of its receipts in building new schools, and 
is said to have saved £20,000 for the same purpose. Most other 
counties have also spent considerable sums in building and equipment 
grants, and many of them have accumulated unexpended balances 
of varying amounts, which will probably go to the same destination, 
though they may have not been purposely saved for it. 

Then another expense which has been very heavy everywhere at 
the beginning of the scheme is the expense of training technical 
teachers, but after a staff is formed the Councils will obviously not 
need to train one teacher for every ten they are training now, and 
even this one may obtain most of his technical training where he 
receives the rest of his professional education, without being a burden 
on County Council funds at all. Drawing, for example, was one of 
the most common subjects for which the Councils found it necessary 
to have teachers trained, and the ordinary elementary schoolmasters 
being the readiest material to lay hands on for the purpose, large 
sums were spent in teaching these schoolmasters drawing. But as 
drawing is one of the regular subjects at all training colleges, the 
students at these colleges may be expected in future to make them- 
selves sufficiently masters of that subject, while attending their training 
college, to be able to earn County Council grants for its encourage- 
ment. At present, however, the Councils have opened for them 
Saturday classes or vacation courses on technical subjects, or sent 
them to technical colleges at a distance, paying the fees and expenses, 
sometimes of all, sometimes of those with the smaller salaries. 
In 1892 Hampshire had 638 school teachers under training, at a cost 
of £2100; Somerset had 630 learning drawing alone; Nottingham 
had 101 learning drawing, 30 agricultural chemistry, and 32 cookery. 
Gloucester had 230 learning drawing, and Essex 100 learning cookery ; 
Lincoln (Lindsay Division) had 130 learning agricultural chemistry. 
Lancashire spent £4000 last year on teachers^ classes ; while Norfolk, 
at an expense of £500, haft trained 50 teachers in agricultural 
chemistiy, and unhappily could only, after all, find cksses for fifteen. 
In many cases they were even sent abroad for instruction. Stafford- 
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shire had last year as many as 35 teachers under training at Dr. Gutze’s 
Institute for Manual Instruction at Leipsic. The subjects teachers 
have been chiefly taught are drawing, carpentry, wood-carving, 
chemistry, botany, and agriculture. In some counties as much as 
one-sixth of the whole available money has been spent in training the 
future instructors, but possibly a sixtieth may suffice by-and-by. 

The expenditure in training school teachers may be taken, generally 
speaking, as incurred for the supply of the more elementary technical 
instruction, the expenditure on school buildings for the supply of the 
higher and more advanced. Most counties have done much for the 
supply of both, though a few have done very little for the one, and a 
few have done very little for the other. The more elementary 
instruction has been generally furnished by opening evening classes 
in connection with the Science and Art Department, or under the 
new Continuation School Code of the Education Department, equipping 
them with suitable apparatus, and giving for the remuneration of the 
teachers either a lump sum, or more usually a capitation grant for 
every pupil completing a certain percentage or number of attend- 
ances, in addition to the like grant earned from either of the depart- 
ments mentioned. For the higher instruction, besides erecting 
or helping to erect buildings, and making grants to approved 
secondary schools for equipment and for maintenance of teaching stafi*, 
the Councils have made a liberal provision of scholarships, both for 
enabling pupils of the more elementary classes to attend the secondary 
schools, and for enabling pupils of the secondary schools to continue 
their education at some college of university rank ; and they have 
frequently made substantial grants to such colleges on condition of 
their opening certain technical classes and training a certain number 
of county nominees free of charge. Then outside all these means of 
instruction, a large part of the educational work of almost all 
counties has consisted in the supply of itinerant lecturers on special 
industrial subjects. 

The base of the whole fabric is obviously the evening class, 
for though technical education may begin, and does begin, in the day 
school — where, indeed, drawing is now compulsory — the County 
Councils are not concerned with it practically till the pupils have left 
the day school, for they are expressly forbidden to aid the technical 
training of those who are still in the standard or obligatory subjects. 
But the vast majority leave school altogether when they pass these 
subjects, and being then at work all day, can only obtain the further 
technical education they are desired to receive at an evening school. 
The system will not be complete till every working lad is found 
attending his technical evening classes for a few years after leaving 
^ay school ; but it is far from that goal yet, though it is making 
considerable progress under the liberal encouragement of the Councils. 
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The continuation school class being taken to be less advanced than 
the Science and Art Department class, Councils usually make a lower 
capitation grant to the former than to the latter, but it is in both cases 
higher than the corresponding grants given at the same time by the 
departments with which these classes are respectively associated. 
Liverpool gives to every continuation school a grant of 2s, 6d. per 
head for all who make twenty attendances, and 5s. for all who go up 
for* examination ; and to the evening science and art classes 10s. a head 
for the first fifteen, and 5s. a head for all others, who make twenty 
attendances; and then 10s. a head besides for all who pass the 
Department’s examination. The West Biding grant to evening con- 
tinuation schools is given for all who make 75 per cent, of the 
possible attendances and is 3s. a head in schools meeting 60 times 
a year, and 2s. a head in schools meeting 45 times ; and its grant 
to science and art classes runs from 5s, to 20s. a head according to 
the difiiculty of the subject of instruction. Oxford county makes a 
grant of 7s. Gd. a head for twenty attendances. Northumberland 
gives to continuation night schools the high grant of 20^. a head for 
the first ten pupils who make three-fourths of the total possible 
attendances, 10.*?. a head for the next ten, and 2.s*. 6d. a head there- 
after. Some County Councils — London for example — attach to their 
grant the conditions that the class must not bo farmed by a teacher, 
bat controlled directly by some responsible public body ; that prac- 
tical teaching must always accompany theoretical, and in certain 
industrial branches that the pupils be genuine members of the trades 
concerned. Then some idea of the supplementary assistance given by 
the Education or Science and Art Departments may be formed from 
the fact that in 1892 Lancashire, with 15,815 pupils under instruction 
in its science and art classes, earned as much as £3141 in science 
and art grants alone. 

Under encouragement like that, evening technical classes are multi- 
plying rapidly all over the land, and absorbing every year larger and 
larger sums of the beer-money grants. Durham, which spent £2000 
on them last year, has voted for them thfs year £4000 — a third of 
its whole grant. The West Riding, which gave £6676 for them 
in 1891-2, gave £9000 for them in 1892-3 — nearly a third of its 
whole grant. Leicester also gives nearly a third ; Cumberland gives 
"more than a quarter ; Devon, West Suffolk, and Worcester each gives 
a quarter; Notts a fifth. The North Riding and Gloucester give 
only part of their beer-money for technical education, but of that 
part the North Riding spends a quarter, and Gloucester more than a 
third on evening classes. Xent and the Isle of Wight both give 
large sums to minor local authorities to spendy and much of that 
money will no doubt also go to evening classes ; but of the sums 
which these counties retain for their own Spending, Kent spends one- 
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sixth and the Isle of Wight more than a half on that object. Norfolk, 
on the other hand, spends only one-nineteenth in capitation grants to 
each classes ; Essex * and Berks spend nothing on them ah all ; and 
Oxford and Hereford only one-tenth. If evening technical classes 
are thus making much slower progress in some counties than in 
others, the obstacle seems to lie more often in the indifference of the boys 
or their parents than in the iudifference of the Councils. There are 
one or two cases where it seems to lie plainly enough in the Council’s 
whole interest being usurped in favour of these agencies of instruc- 
tion, and one or two cases more where, with respect especially to the 
continuation schools. Councils have conceived the establishment of 
such schools to be the duty of the School Board, and not of the County 
Council. But, generally speaking. County Councils have hitherto been 
ready to spend more money in that way than they could find pupils 
to take it. And much has been done. Liverpool Council has now 
300 evening classes at work under it on the beer-money. Cum- 
berland, which had only one evening continuation school in 1891, has 
now 134; West Sussex 165, with 3100 pupils; Devon 186; Surrey 
45 ; Shropshire 49, with 1581 pupils ; Derby 75, with 6500 ; in 
Warwickshire 85 per cent, of the villages with more than 300 
inhabitants have their evening continuation schools; and so on. 
The impetus given by the beer-money to evening schools and classes 
may be seen on the ^ace of the official statistics of the Science and 
Art and the Education Departments. 

In 1889 there were in England and Wales 7475 science classes, 
with 131,313 pupils ; in 1890, there were still only 7756 classes, and 
only 133,821 pupils; but in 1892, there were 10,352 classes aud 
180,410 pupils. In 1889 there were 1111 art classes, with 88,969 
pupils ; in 1 890, there were still only 1182 classes and 88,833 pupils ; 
whereas, in 1892 there were 1631 classes and 115,848 pupils, of 
whom 109,642 belonged to the industrial class. The pupils of these 
science and art classes have increased 30 per cent, since 1890, or 
more than 70,000 in all. The pupils of evening continuation schools 
in England and Wales have increased from 37,118 in 1889 and 
43,347 in 1890, to 65,561 in 1892 ; and as the New Code has come 
into operation since then, the figures for 1893 will show a still greater 
advance. 

Larger classes would be secured if class fees were abolished, 
and some counties have begun to give instruction, at least in some 
departments, free ; but the general rule is to charge a small class fee 
of a penny, or twopence, or sixpence a lesson, or of a shilling for the 
course. Complaints are common that even this trifling exaction is 

* Essex , however, is a county which hands over a very large proportion of its grant, 
nearly two-thirds of it, to minor local authorities, and these local authorities have no 
doubt started evening classes. 
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too high for the agricultural lal^ourer^ and the policy of imposing it 
is open to great doubt. It is not imposed for revenue purposes, 
though ill that respect it is not to be despised ; Lancashire, for 
example, having earned last year as much as £3166 from class fees 
alone. But it is imposed for two* other reasons : first, to shut out 
irregular attenders, lads who come from idle curiosity the first two or 
three nights, and then never return ; and second, to secure a better 
attendance from the rest. But really, why should the former class 
be excluded ? Many a boy may come from idle curiosity, and 
remain, if the classes are rightly taught, from real interest. Then it 
is not paying the fee that makes the others more regular in their 
attendance ; it is the value they set on the instruction, of which 
paying the fee is only an indication. The popular maxim declares 
that people always value a thing more when they pAy for it ; but 
they 'don’t value it because they pay for it ; they pay for it because 
they value it. Some counties make it an additional rule that the 
fee shall be returned if the pupil makes a certain percentage of 
attendances ; but this afibrds no consolation to those whom its 
original exaction has shut out, often perhaps persons out of work, who 
would then have most time for going to classes. 

Another serious obstacle to the evening classes lies in the long 
working hours still prevailing in many trades, and much may be said 
for giving apprentices a legal right to get away certain nights a week 
to attend school. 

Coming now to the provision for higher technical instruction : that 
consists of grants for tcacliing at secondary schools and colleges, or 
of grants for scholarships. The blue-book published by the Science and 
Art Department in 1893 professes to give in separate columns the 
sums spent on both these purposes ; but the returns of the grants 
for teaching at secondary schools are very imperfect. I have 
seen the total spent in this particular way estimated at £40,000; 
but these returns would not carry us to so high a figure. Mr. Redgrave, 
the inspector for the Science and Art Department, reports that he is 
sorry to find that in some parts of the country there appears to be 
a reluctance on the part of County Councils to assist grammar schools 
and endowed schools with grants from their funds.” On the other 
hand, some counties would fain assist good secondary schools, but can 
find few or none to assist within their bounds. Lancashire has only 
given £200 for this purpose ; Durham, out of an income of £13,000, gives 
only £550; the North Riding complains of the want of secondary schools 
in its district suitable to help ; while, on the contrary, Hertfordshire 
has granted nearly a third of its whole receipts to such schools ; and 
the West Biding, which gave only £1300 for them in 1891, proposed 
to give £3000 in 1893. Many counties, however, are waiting to see 
the result of a Secondary Education Act before adopting any scheme 
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bearing on secondary educcftion, and some are saying their balances in 
view of that contingency. 

The returns I have* just referred to show that 51 connties and 
county-boroughs give some of their money for scholarships, and that 
they assign altogether £56,000 a* year for that purpose. Norfolk, 
out of a total grant of £9000, voted £4600 last year for 340 scholar- 
ships ; but it was only able to spend a small part of the money 
voted, because it could find no more than 117 suitable holders. The 
West Eliding, which spent only £4731 in scholarships in 1892, voted 
£10,000 out of its total grant of £30,000 for scholarships last year, 
and out of 23,000 pupils receiving technical instruction under its 
scheme, scholarships were held by as many as 2746. The London 
Counly Council has established 1000 junior scholarships, securing free 
technical education at a secondary school, together with £8 the first 
year and £12 the second; 100 intermediate scholarships, securing'free 
education, together with from £20 to £35 a year; 200 exhibitions of 
£5 each ; 80 scholarships of £20 each (besides free education) for art 
students at evening classes ; and it has in contemplation the estab- 
lishment of a number of other scholarships and exhibitions for 
evening students, poor art students, and pupils of special talents 
and attainments. 

Norfolk is the only county that votes as much as 50 per cent, of 
its available revenue for scholarships ; but Northampton gives 4*0 
per cent., Derby 30 per cent., Lancashire and Kent 25 per cent. 
A very general proportion is 10 per cent., and the lowest is Bedford- 
shire, which only gives 3 per cent. In Scotland, only a single 
county and a single burgh have done anything for scholarships, 
and that has been very trifling. 

In most cases these scholarships seem to be thrown open to 
competition without any condition, except conditions of age or 
previous residence in the locality on the part of competitors ; but 
some counties restrict them to pupils who have received their 
education at a local elementary school, or whose parents’ income does 
not exceed a specified figure. London limits its junior scholarships 
to pupils of public elementary schools under thirteen, who are 
studying in the fifth or higher standard, and whose parents are in 
receipt of not more than £150 per annum; and it limits its inter- 
mediate scholarships to persons between fifteen and eighteen, resident 
in its jurisdiction, and whose parents are in receipt of not more than , 
£400 a year — reserving, however, the right to restrict half of the 
scholarships to candidates whose parents have not more than £250 a 
year. Lancashire restricts its higher scholarships to children of 
parents earning less than £300 a year ; but places no similar 
restriction on the lower scholarships. Berks limits its six agricultural 
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scholarships of £50 to the sous of residents of three yea^ra’ standing, 
or of occupiers of land in the county ; and its twenty junior scholar- 
ships to boys who have for the previous two years been attending 
rural elementary schools in the county. The income limit is a wise 
restriction to prevent any of the too moderate technical grant going 
where it is not really needed, though, curiously enough, the junior 
scholarships seem to go to the industrial classes quite as largely in 
counties without the income limit as in counties with it. The 
occupations of the parents of the 19 1 holders of junior county 
scholarships in London last year are stated thus in the Annual 
Report : 

Malks. 


Labourers 2^ 

Artisans 41 

Locomotion 14 

Assistants ........ 5 

Other wage-earners . . . . . .2;) 

Manufacturers . . . . . . .22 

Dealers H; 

Refreshment 2 

Salaried, kc V(; 


Females (Ilaads of Families). 


Semi-domestic cmpLiyment 5 

Dress ^4 

Small trades ........ 2 

Employing and professional 1 

Other adult women ...... 5 


17 

Of the 194, 132 are wage-earners, and probably the greater part of the 
remaining 60 — small dealers and the like — are no better off than 
wage-earners. In Norfolk, where there is no income restriction, the 
occupations of the parents of the 90 holders of junior scholarships are 
given thus : 

Artisans . . . . . . , , «7 

Schoolmasters, clerks, and tradesmen . . . 50 

Labourers 

Clerks and schoolmasters have often quite as little income as artisans. 
Oat of 48,000 schoolmasters in England, 29,000 have less than £2 
a week. 

In Berkshire, where there is no restriction except attendance at an 
elementary school — a restriction which would not probably exclude 
any of the Norfolk holders— the occupations of the parents of the 
twenty junior scholars are : 



THE WORK OF THE BEER-MONEY. 


521 


Gardeners 4 

Coachmen 2 

Bricklayers 2 

Carman I 

Smith . 1 

Carpenter 1 

Grocer . 1 

Butler . 1 


» Labourer . . . . 1 

Kelievihg officer . . .1 

Biilitf . . . . . 1 

Platelayer . . . . 1 

Attendant . . . . 1 

Painter . . . . 1 

. Bojtmaker . . . . 1 


Saventeen of the 20 are wage-earners, and the remaining three are 
probably little better off. A bailiff or a village grocer might find it 
quite as hard as an artisan to spend £10 or £20 a year in giving his 
son a technical education. In Norfolk the sons of schoolmasters, 
clerks, and tradesmen outnumber the sons of manual workmen, but the 
main reason of that lies in the indifference of the labouring class of 
that county. The schoolmasters, clerks, and tradesmen are mbre 
intelligent and pushing, and their sons have entered the competitions 
in much greater numbers than the sons of labourers. There were 
still 200 scholarships available last year, and only 1(33 competitors 
came forward for them, while only 40 of these were found qualified to 
hold them. 

This dearth of competitors for the scholarships and still greater 
dearth of proficiency in the competitors are very general complaints 
among the County Councils. Improvement in both respects, however, 
is noted in some districts ; Durham and Essex, for example, both 
report that the annual competition for scholarships is now very 
brisk, and shows a marked rise in the attainments of candidates. 
The deficiency remains, however, in respect of the senior scholar^ips. 
The Derby Council decided last year not to award any intermediate 
scholarship on account of the paucity and inferior qualifications of 
the competitors. Lancashire offered twenty £(>0 scholarships last year, 
and out of its large population found only 55 competitors. Six of 
the scholarships were agricultural, and no competitors appeared for 
them at all. The same county offered 32 science scholarships of £15 
each, and out of 102 competitors found only six of sufficient merit 
to receive one ; but it reports that parents are interesting themselves- 
more in these scholarships now, and that there will soon be plenty of 
qualified candidates created by the new County Council classes. 
Suffolk offered two £(30 agricultural scholarships, and could not find a 
competitor. 

Scholarships are of course a most essential agency in the diffu- 
sion of efficient technical instruction ; but while more than half 
the local authorities have as yet spent nothing upon them at all, some 
have obviously begun by spending far too much, and will no doubt bo 
led by their experience to curtail that expenditure. Norfolk, the 
worst offender, shows no sign as yet ; but Derby, spending 80 per 
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cent, on scholarships, and Wilts, spending only 14 per cent., have 
begun to reduce the scholarship cost. 

The subjects taught under County Council schemes are extremely 
numerous and varied, especially in the towns, where, in addition to 
the science and art subjects of the Department's Directory, and com- 
mercial subjects like shorthand, bookkeeping, and modern languages, 
special trade courses, in which the instruction is both scientific and 
practical, are given, relating to every different industry pursued in the 
locality. In Birmingham, for example, instruction is given relative 
to brass work, electro-plating, gold and silver work, mechanical engi- 
neering, chemistry, building, glassmaking, iron and steel manufacture, 
plumbing, metal platework, carpentry, pattern-making. Manchester 
provides instruction with regard to the cotton industry, textile 
industries, engineering in all branches, metallurgy, building, &c. 
Leicester looks after hosiery. Lancashire, which offers a choice of sixty- 
nine subjects outside the Science and Art Directory list, has established 
a school of horology to encourage a reviving trade in watches, and 
has a school of silk under consideration. Derby has begun with 
mining and agriculture, but proposes to take up lace and pottery. 
Plumbing is a common subject in most centres. In rural districts 
the chief care is devoted to agriculture, or gardening, or dairy work, 
or ditching, or horse-shoeing, or straw-plaiting. The lecturer is 
abroad, and scarce any town is too mean to go without its County 
Council course of instruction. ]\[any arts are taught without any 
eye to the markets. Almost every Council has opened classes for 
what has been called “home-making” — classes in cookery, dress- 
making, and laundry work — in order to produce efficient housewives. 
Many courses have been delivered on health, hygiene, and^arabulance. 
Some Councils give lessons in swimming, others in music and singing. 
One has given a special course to cabdrivers, to teach them to avoid 
cruelty to their horses ; and another is considering what it can do for 
deaf mutes. 

The expenditure on commercial subjects has been condemned by some 
working men’s friends, first, as taking the people’s money and giving 
it to the middle class ; and, second, as misappropriating it to edu- 
cation not properly technical. But shorthand, commercial geography, 
and the modern languages are most valuable parts of the technical 
training of the modern clerk and mercantile manager, and as thou- 
sands of the sons of working men become clerks and mercantile 
managers, they ought to have the means of becoming as efficient 
clerks and mercantile managers as it is possible to make them. If 
the sons of merchants or lawyers also take advantage of the classes, 
what harm is done ? Besides, the whole sutn spent by Councils 9 n 
commercial subjects is really small, probably not more than £5000 
a year in all England and Wales. Half the local authorities do 
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not teach them at all, tod where they do the cost is not high. 
Northumberland, for example, which has 10,000 technical pupils has 
only 315 on commercial subjects, and their education costs it only 
£ 200 . 

The subjects which have been most widely taught are drawing and 
woodwork on the one hand, and cookery and domestic economy on 
the other. Drawing and woodwork have been pushed so much 
because they afford useful preparatory discipline for training young 
people, no matter what trade they may pursue, in general accuracy 
of hand. and eye and in the beginnings of taste and design. Objection 
has been taken to the expenditure on woodwork. Why waste time 
and monejBj it has been asked, in teaching people primitive and obsolete 
arts for the products of which there is no longer any market ? But 
that objection misconceives the nature and object of the instruction 
in these simple arts. Its purpose is served in the training. The 
boy who is taught to cut a piece of wood into a boat or a paper-knife 
is having his faculties developed. In some places a little rough 
joinery has been taught as part of an agricultural labourer’s 
training. At Burton Dassett, in Warwickshire, a class of twelve 
agricultural labourers, of ages varying from sixteen to fifty, went 
through a course of twenty lessons in woodwork, and made in that 
time wheelbarrows, ladders, steps, stools, hencoops, dog kennels, and 
sheep-troughs. They paid £9 for the timber used in their jobs, and kept 
the articles they made. A little knowledge of joinery is no doubt 
useful on a farm for executing, repairs in an emergency, but the 
joiners will possibly have something to say about that expenditure, 
though they need not probably fear very much from the competition of 
the agricultural labourers in the market. It is teaching a trade, they 
will say, which is against the Act of Parliament, and it is teaching 
the trade to outsiders, which is against trade-union principles, for the 
outsiders will be apt to come inside in a strike. Trade unionists 
have frequently pressed on County Councils the necessity of making it 
a rule to confine their technical instruction connected with any 
particular trade to genuine members of the trade, and some Councils, 
London among others, have adopted that view. Trade unions may 
exaggerate the danger to their interests contained in the open class, 
but if they will not let their members attend it. County Councils 
must simply conform, or they will have no class at all. 

Cookery and domestic economy classes were naturally attended 
very numerously, because the subject interests not a single trade 
only, but half the population, and because the attendance was 
largely composed of women of the more leisurely classes. They have 
been opened everywhere, both in urban and rural districts, and the 
attendance at them in some counties was surprisingly large. In 
1891-2 the county of Nottingham had 6451 pupils in cookery alone, 
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and only 6567 in all other subjects put together. Derby in the same- 
year had 5000 in cookery, and only 3445 in all other subjects. 
Lancashire, out of a total of 45,709 pupils, had 25,000 in cookery, 
dressmaking, and commercial subjects, and of these probably 20,000 
would be in cookery alone. Essex last year had 915 classes, of 
which 241 were on cookery and dressmaking, and 57 on nursing. 
Norfolk, on the other hand, out of 308 classes, had only 14 on cook* 
ery, 25 on dressmaking, and 60 on nursing. In Northumberland, 
out of 10,000 persons receiving instruction, only 1186 were receiving 
it in cookery, 103 in dressmaking, and 508 in nursing. Berkshire- 
gives an eleventh of its available grant to cookery instruction 
classes, Hampshire a tenth, Dorset about a seventh — the previous 
year it was about a fifth — Kent an eleventh, the Holland division of 
Lit\coln an eleventh, Notts a twelfth, Southampton county a ninth, 
Wilts nearly a ninth, Lancashire a twelfth. 

In some counties the lectures were specially restricted to cottage . 
cookery suitable for the labourer’s wife with limited financial and 
domestic resources ; but there was often difficulty in obtaining 
lecturers sufficiently well acquainted with cottage ways to answer the 
purpose, and there was often difliculty in getting the cottage house- 
wives interested enough to attend. To meet the first difficulty the 
London Board have made arrangements for a training school at the 
Battersea Polytechnic, where teachers of cookery will be trained 
specially in the methods applicable to the every-day life of the 
working classes of London; and. in selecting ten ladies last 
September as migratory lecturers on cookery and dressmaking, they 
made it an essential qualification that they should have practical 
acquaintance with the markets frequented by the poor, and with the 
methods of cooking possible in an artisan's kitchen, and of dress- 
making requiring the' outlay of only a few pence for appliances. 
Cheshire has instituted scholarships for enabling cookery students to 
attend the Midland School of Cookery with a view to becoming 
teachers ; and the Northumberland and Newcastle Councils have 
jointly founded a school of cookery of their own, but seem to have 
had in view not so much the requirements of cottage housewives as of 
four other classes — (1) cooks and domestic servants, (2) young ladies and 
housewives, (3) teachers in elementary schools, and (4) persons desiring 
a teaching diploma in cookery. The school is furnished with three 
lady lecturers on cookery and a French chef^ two lady lecturers on 
laundry work, dressmaking, and sick nursing, and a practical 
laundress; and it was attended last year by 100 cooks and domestic 
servants, 120 young ladies and housewives, 50 elementary school 
teachers, and 11 students for a diploma. 

The cookery classes are usually conducted by migratory lecturers, 
who carry their appliances with them from one centre to another, and 
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give at each place a series both of demonstrations and of practical 
lessons, extending over from four to eight weeks. They only go 
where a sufficient number of pupils is guaranteed beforehand to form 
a class ; and in some counties the number of classes would seem to 
be diminishing, in others increasing. The London Technical Education 
Board expresses the hope that Councils may be eventually relieved in 
great part from their present heavy expenditure on this item, through 
cookery being made a compulsory subject in elementary schools. 
Special courses have been given for seamen in Liverpool and other 
maritime towns on nautical cookery — the cookery of ordinary sailors’ 
fare at the galley fire. London gives £100 a year to the Sailors’ 
Home for this purpose. 

Probably about a fourth of the whole beer-money goes to the 
diffusion of one kind or another of agricultural instruction, and 
^though bitter complaints have risen in some quarters of the farmers’ 
«rpathy, there is plenty of evidence that the money is being spent to 
•some purpose, and will tell presently on the production of the country 
and the welfare of the rural classes. They have not been indifferent 
everywhere, and in some branches of farming they have shown the 
greatest possible zeal for instruction, and are indeed already per- 
ceptibly reaping the fruits in their pockets. 

The dairy classes and the horticultural classes have been uniformly 
most successful. The Westmoreland County Council calculated that 
if it could improve the butter of the county to the extent of only a 
penny the pound in market value, that would be a gain to the 
county of £16,000 a year, which it would be well worth spending 
£300 a year on a dairy school to secure ; and many Councils report 
a rise of more than LZ. a pound in the price of butter made after 
attending the County Council lectures. A dairymaid in Surrey 
reported that after the lectures she got 4{Z. a pound more for her 
butter ; another in Westmoreland got 2d. and 3rf. more, and all the 
pupils ih that county who made for the market reported some 
improvement in the price they were able to obtain. In the North 
Biding, butter made on the new principles is reported readily to 
command Irf. and even 2d. a pound more than the former prices. 
East Sussex reports to the same general effect; while the organising 
secretary of Shropshire states that though the effect of the teaching 
on butter will take some time yet to be seen, farmers had informed 
him that their cheese had been improved as much as 10s. a cwt. 

Dairy instruction is generally given by an itinerant lecturer, 
supplied often by some neighbouring dairy institute, together with 
movable plant and appliances, to permit of say ten pupils working at 
once, and moving from place to place wherever the local committee 
guarantees a sufficient number of pupils and a sufficient supply of 
milk. A lecture is usually given in the forenoon, and a practical 
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lesson in the afternoon, and the former has been usually attended by 
crowds of paying spectators in addition to the working pupils. In 
the North Riding, with 197 practical pupils, there i^ere ten times 
as many spectators. In Surrey the classes were very large, but many 
had no intention of being either dairy-farmers or dairymaids, and 
apparently came to the school as to a kind of show. In Derby 
nearly 1000 persons paid for day visits merely to witness the process, 
while in Notts in 1891-2 there were 2617 persons at the lecture 
and demonstration class, and only 161 at the practical. In 
Cambridge it is found that after a month’s tuition a girl is able 
to take charge of a dairy. Some of the larger counties have 
separate lecturers for butter and for cheese. Lancashire in 1892 
spent £2-500 in providing three migratory butter-making schools 
with six teachers, two stationary cheese-making schools with two- 
teachers, and a peripatetic lecturer on both subjects to go and 
teach farmers on their own farms. The butter schools had fifty-two- 
pupils ; and cheese-making classes were opened on two farms with 
fifty-six pupils, chiefly farmers’ wives and daughters, and the peri- 
patetic lecturer visited forty-two farms, staying a week at each. The 
Council has now established in addition a permanent butter and 
cheese school, where pupils are to receive a six weeks’ course of 
instruction for nothing, and get a contribution of 5s. a week for their 
board. 

The only counties which have anything ill to report of the dairy 
schools are Hertford, where they are said to have been a failure, and 
Devon, where they encountered serious prejudice and opposition. 
Shropshire, notwithstanding the success in that county, engaged no 
teacher of butter-making for the present summer, because the number 
of applications for classes was insufficient. 

Horticultural instruction has been supplied in most counties, and 
always with pre-eminent success. Even in Norfolk, where only fifteen 
classes could be brought together for general agriculture, Ithe horti- 
cultural lecturer yas able to hold sixty classes, with at least 600 
pupils ; and a by no means favourable critic states that the lectures 
“ have really interested the labourers and done a great deal of good.’^ 
Surrey, at an expense of £1250, had classes at fifty centres — winter 
evening lectures, summer garden lectures, cottage shows with 
lectures, school gaj'dens with lessons ; and the audiences — gardeners, 
allotment'holders, cottagers, amateurs — are reported to have been 
very earnest and enthusiastic, and where classes were formed in a 
place for the second time, the attendance and interest were both 
better than on the first occasion. The allotments, which used to be 
neglected all winter before, have a very different aspect now, and 
shops in their neighbourhood have begun to keep sixpenny and 
shilling packets of manure for use in them. In Derby 100 or 200 
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people would assemble on an allotment and watch the lecturer’s 
demonstrations on pruning and the manipulation of plants generally ; 
and in many gardens at Royston people are now seen carrying out 
the lecturer’s instructions by cleaning the bark of their trees and 
dressing them with suitable solutions. 

In agriculture proper the^ teaching has not been attended with tho 
same success. It was more theoretical. The instruction in gardening 
and butter-making was largely an explanation of practical processes. 
But lectures on the chemistry of the soil, the composition of manures, 
the physiology and pathology of the animals, the botany of economic 
plants, were comparatively abstract and needed a certain preliminary 
education in the learner which was not always found. I have already 
mentioned that Norfolk, though an agricultural county, could only 
muster 15 classes in agricultural chemistry. Lancashire in 1871 
voted £4050 for agricultural instruction — more than a third o6 its 
net technical . education income. They engaged Dr. Webb, the 
principal of the successful Agricultural College at ^Vspatria, to itinerate 
the county, lecturing on the subject, and offered six agricultural 
scholarships of £60 a year and 2 1 of £15, open to children ot parents*, 
with less than £300 a year. But the lectures were thought very 
unpractical by the farmers, and above their heads, and were given* 
up after only a few were delivered, while not a single competitor 
appeared for any of the scholarships. Next year a new lecturer 
was engaged, but only four .persons attended the whole course — all 
farmers’ sons, A Saturday course for farmers was given, but only 
four farmers attended and half a score other persons. 

But other counties have had better experience. Even in Devon, 
where the farmers* opposition is the subject of so much complaint, 
the agricultural chemistry classes seem to have been fairly well 
attended. In 1891-2, 103 went up for examination, and 73 passed. 
In the North Riding the agricultural lectures were attended last year* 
by 757 farmers, who took great interest in them, and came ofteU'^ 
eight miles to be present. Bedford having given 33 elementary' 
school teachers an eighteen days^ summer course in agriculture under- 
competent instructors, 21 of those teachers opened agricultural classes, 
in the following year, and the classes had a total attendance of (?18» 
of whom 422 were farm lads. The lectures, moreover, are stated to 
have spread abroad amongst the rural classes a marked spirit of inquiry. 
In East Surrey many of the smaller farmers have readily adopted 
the lecturers’ suggestions as to manures, methods of cultivation, and 
the prevention of disease. Aberdeenshire opened evening classes in 
agricultural chemistry, botany, natural history, and geology, in 
different districts, and these classes in 1891 had a total membership 
of 2210, exclusive of many other occasional attenders, and in 1892 
of 1789. After the lectures questions were asked and a discussion took 
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place. Much interest was roused in every district the lecturers 
visited, and their advice was sought by local farmers about the treat- 
ment of the soil, the choice of manures, and the diseases of crops. 
The only drawback felt was that the course was too short — two 
nights a week for five weeks — and in the second year it was pro- 
longed to six weeks. The Council is now devising subsidiary classes 
to prepare for these lectures, and also some connecti^on from these 
lectures with the university. In Warwickshire the agricultural lectures 
are more successful now than they were at first, and the previous 
failure is attributed to the want of qualified teachers, who should 
have had practical training in farming as well as scientific proficiency. 
In Cumberland the attendance had also improved since former years, 
and was last year 350. In Oxford the attendance was very large, but 
included only a small proportion of agriculturists ; while in Derby, 
whbre the attendance last year was also satisfactory, it was com- 
posed chiefly of persons engaged in agriculture and horticulture, with 
a few school teachers. 

A Igw counties have spent considerable sums on experimental farms 
and agricultural colleges. Cheshire has hired a farm of 164 acres, 
paid £1500 for stocking it, and gives £800 a year for providing 
instruction at it. Northumberland and Durham have jointly founded 
an agricultural side in the Durham College of Science, Newcastle. 
The West Biding makes a grant for the same purpose to the Yorkshire 
College at Leeds ; Derby to the Firth 'College, Sheffield ; Glamorgan 
and Monmouth to University College, Bangor. Kent and Surrey have 
built between them a new agricultural college at Wye, which has an 
agricultural farm attached to it. Cheshire has set aside £5000 for 
building and £1000 for equipping a new agricultural college for the 
county, which is to cost £12,000. Shropshire set aside last year 
£1000 for a county agricultural college ; East Sussex is building one 
at Uckfield. This multiplication of county colleges is obviously 
mere waste. When a student must leave home to attend a college 
it matters not whether the college is in his county or beyond it, and 
it would be much more economical for County Councils to follow the 
example of Northumberland and Durham, and give a grant for the 
creation of an agricultural faculty at some existing provincial college, 
than spend £12,000 in building one of its own, and thousands more 
in keeping it up. Staffordshire proposes to contribute £200 a year 
to the agricultural department of Mason College if Warwick and 
Worcester will do the same. 

Lectures on bee-keeping and poultry-keeping have been given in 
many counties, and are universally very popular. Even in Lancashire, 
where the agricultural lectures were disliked, 2000 people received 
instruction last year in bee-keeping. For the agricultural labourers 
there were lectures on agricultural engineering in Devon, and on the 
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mechanics of the farm in Oxford — largely attended and greatly ap- 
preciated. Many^ counties give instruction in ploughing, hedging, 
ditching, stacking, thatching, farriery. The BerksJure travelling 
horse^shoeing van, with two forges and anvils, has been very popular 
with smiths^ who have written the County Council expressing their 
great sense of the benefit derived from it. 

The mining counties have established mining schools and mining 
classes which have, on the whole, been very successful. The West 
Biding and Derby have at a cost of £600 employed peripatetic 
lecturers from Firth College, Sheffield, who gave last year thirty-one 
courses of ten and twelve lectures in each, and who report that, 
though in one or two centres their lectures were practically failures, 
the attendance at the great majority of the centres exceeded their 
expectations. There was a better attendance in North Derby than 
in South Derby, because the North Derby miners had already since 
1882 been in the habit of attending mining classes at Sheffield, and a 
general interest in the instruction had been thereby diffused among 
the population. The total attendance at all the classes was 1725, 
chiefly miners, with’ a few clerks and teachers, and many of them 
came long distances in bad weather : 314 passed the examination. 
In Notts the coal-mining classes in 1891-2 were attended by 955, of 
whom 263 passed ; and arrangements have now been made for a two 
years’ course in mining at University College, Nottingham, on 
Saturday afternoons in winter, and eight scholarships are provided 
for enabling the better students at the local classes to attend this 
Saturday afternoon course. The Warwickshire lecturer reports good 
and increasing attendances, especially of working lads from the mines 
— altogether 173 at nine centres — and that there were 253 borrowers 
of the fifty-three books of the migratory mining library. In Northum- 
berland the miners often came straight from the mine to the class 
without stopping to wash, and made magnets, magnetic needles, 
galvanic batteries, and other instruments, which have been several times 
used by the teacher in class demonstrations. Lancashire votes £500 for 
the Mining School of Wigan ; Glamorgan is going to found a mining 
school ; the North Biding gives £150 for a course to the Cleveland 
miners by professors of the College of Science, Newcastle ; Somerset, 
Stafford, Gloucester, Cumberland, and Fife have all established lectures 
for their miners. The Derby Council says the miners have got great 
good from the lectures in their county ; and the West Biding Council 
says they are setting an increased value on book-learning; but 
complaints are general that they are largely too ignorant of 
arithmetic and mathematics to profit sufficiently from the lectures 
they hear. 

Some of the maritime counties have instituted lectures for fisher- 
iuen on the natural history or the management and cure of fish, 
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or on the building and navigation of boats, which have been unusually 
successful. The County Council of Aberdeen were fortunate enough 
to secure the services of Professor Cossar Ewart of Edinburgh for a 
course of lectures at the various fishery stations round the coast of 
that county on the natural history of the cod, haddock, and herring ; 
on the exhaustion of fishing-grounds, the treatment of fish after 
capture, &c. ; and the houses were in most cases crowded with fisher-* 
men. The lectures excited great interest, and the Council thiuks 
there can be as little doubt of their influence as of their' popularity ; 
no part of its work gave it more satisfaction. Professor Ewart is 
equally satisfied, and writes the Council recommending the establish- 
ment of a Fishery Institute for the North-east of Scotland, and that 
subject is now being considered. Cornwall is founding a fishery 
school on an elaborate scale for teaching fishermen navigation, boat- 
building, the natural history of fishes, their artificial culture, curing, 
barking nets, cooking, and swimming. Essex has lectures on market- 
able sea fishes, oyster culture, meteorology ; East Suffolk on fish 
curingg^ and Kent on fish culture. Northumberland sent selected 
fishermen from their coasts to the Marine Schools of South Shields to 
learn navigation, and they have been set to teach their neighbours 
since they returned. Lancashire first engaged a local lecturer for its 
fishermen, whose lectures did not prove successful, but has since 
engaged Mr. Gregg Wilson, whose courses on the structure and habits, 
foods, bait and preparation offish have been extremely successful. He 
spent a fortnight at each station, went out to sea with the fishermen 
in the morning, and lectured to them in the evening, with demon- 
strations by the lantern and the microscope. The Council report that 
this work “ has given great satisfaction, the general feeling being 
that the fishermen have derived very great benefit from the instruction 
they have received.” 

No doubt much of the best work which is being done under the 
assistance of the beer-money is done in the towns, but less information 
has been published regarding their doings than regarding the doings 
of the counties, and the general character of this very busy and 
diversified movement may be gathered from the work of the 
latter. 

The work has been done under adverse conditions — done on short 
notice, with imperfect means, on unprepared materials ; but it seems 
to show in every county a sufficient promise of practical fruit to pre- 
vent its being rashly abandoned. But though there is no pro- 
bable danger of the money being diverted from technical education, 
it would be advantageous if it were secured permanently to that 
destination by statute; for at present hesitation sometimes arises 
about embarking on particular undertakings on account of the 
uncertainty of the continuance of the grant, and it is felt to be a 
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decided drawback by some local authorities that they cannot raise a 
loan on the grant, as they could if it were known to be permanent. 

So far as yet appears, the worst deficiencies which the experience 
of the last three years has revealed — the deficiencies which most 
prevent the effectual diffusion of technical instruction — are, firstly, 
the startling illiteracy of the men and the lads who have passed the 
standards, the evanescence of the education they carried with them 
from the public school ; and secondly, the general want of the means 
of good secondary instruction. Much of the time and money spent 
on technical education in the last three years has been as good as 
wasted, because those who came to the classes were very generally too 
ignorant to benefit by the instruction they came to receive. No 
complaint is more frequently made than that. Hoys had forgotten 
their writing and their arithmetic almost entirely since they left 
school, from mere want of occasion to keep them up. They could *not 
take notes of what they heard, because they could not write well 
enough. They could make no advance on some of the subjects they 
most wanted to be taught, because they knew no arithmetic, or none 
but a few rules dealing with money, and other subjects were darkness 
to them for want of a little elementary mathematics. The West 
Hiding County Council has found that the majority of the technical 
students are too ill-educated to profit by technical classes, and that 
they are specially weak in arithmetic. The Warwickshire mining 
lecturer complains of having to waste much of his time in teaching 
the miners simple arithmetical rules. The Principal of Firth College 
says that 60 per cent, of the candidates at coal-mining examinations 
failed to obtain 25 per cent, of the marks in arithmetic, and none 
obtained half. Moreover, as will have been already divined, the pupils 
who go up for examination at all are only a minority, sometimes a 
small minority, of the whole classes ; and the reason why the rest 
refrain, as is stated in the Derby Beport of 1893, is mainly this, that 
they find the higher instruction beyond their powers, since they 
are unacquainted with arithmetical and mechanical principles. From 
many counties complaints are heard that the rural population is too 
ignorant to appreciate agricultural lectures or compete for agricultural 
scholarships. We have been spending large sums on the education 
of the people for the last twenty years, and discover after all that we 
cannot teach them their trade because they have not yet been taught 
their letters. 

The effectual cure for that would, of course, be to extend the term 
of compulsory attendance, either at day or evening schools, till a 
sufficient knowledge of arithmetic and other elementary branches is 
acquired ; but much could be done, even under existing arrangements. 
The revelation of the evanescence of the education young artisans 
have undergone at the day schools comes upon us simultaneously with 
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the provision by the Edacation Department of greater facilities for 
the continuation of their education at night schools. No doubt the 
growth of such schools will be greatly promoted under the joint 
influence of the young artisans’ demand and the Department’s assist- 
ance. But, as the law stands at present — or rather, as it has been 
interpreted by the Science and Art Department — if these artisans go 
to these schools for their writing or their arithmetic, the County 
Councils are prohibited from making the grant they would otherwise 
readily give for their instruction in mechanics, or chemistry, or any 
other technical subject, and they must postpone their technical 
education till they have finished their elementary. They are thus 
needlessly obliged to lose one or two of the best and most valuable 
years of their life for technical training — the very seedtime lor it — 
although there is no good reason why they should not be proceeding 
wi£h their technical training in certain branches merely because they 
have still to pass through the preparatory discipline necessary for 
certain others. Being awakened to a sense of their deficiencies, they 
are lilsplv to be very willing learners, and deserve j lister treatment 
than to be denied the assistance of the county grants for their 
technical instruction, simply because they are trying to recover some 
knowledge of the three K’s. 

Mr. Acland’s reply to the deputation that waited on him about this 
subject, if I gather it aright from its imperfect reports, was that the 
School Boards had ample funds and powers to supply this class of 
pupils with both the elementary and the technical education they 
wanted, and that the County Council grants ought to be reserved for 
the more advanced technical instruction. He objected to the system 
of doable grants — grants under the Evening Continuation School 
Code and grants from the County Council — being earned by the same 
pupil in the same subject \ but that raises a different question. The 
technical subjects on which instruction is wanted are often outside 
those taught by the School Boards. Instruction in the ventilation 
of mines and cognate subjects is usually given, and must continue 
to be given, by a special lecturer, who travels from place to place, 
and not by the resident teacher under a local School Board ; but a 
miner who is brushing up his arithmetic cannot attend the County 
Council lecturer’s classes on ventilation and earn a grant. A need- 
less disability is thus put on the inquiring miner, pursuing knowledge 
already under suflScient difficulties, and its removal ought not to be 
a controverted question at all. The question of double grants may 
have two sides ; this really has not. 

Then as to the question of double grants, it is not disputed that 
large numbers of evening technical classes are kept up at present in 
consequence of enjoying the double grant, which would have to be 
abandoned if either grant were withdrawn. Without the County Council 
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grant, the grant of the Education Department would, by itself, be 
too small to encourage into existence classes enough to meet the 
present proved demand. If, then, on the other hand, the Depart- 
ment grant were withdrawn to meet the present demand, the County 
CouDcil must needs increase its grant till it equalled the amount 
obtained from both the grants now ; so that, if the thing continues 
to be thought worth doing, it must take as much public money one 
way as another. Then — though it is no doubt logically more perfect 
to say, give to the School Board the things that belong to the 
elementary school, and give to the County Council the things that 
belong to the higher technical instruction — it will be found practically 
much more advantageous and workable for the County Councils and 
the School Boards to co-operate about some provisions for the less 
advanced forms of technical instruction where their respective spheres 
join. 

The second main deficiency revealed to us is the want of facilities 
for good secondary education. The primary school teachers, or 
instructors of like attainments, may suffice for givin-g the and 
file of the industrial army the general technical training they need ; 
but the training of the officers requires a higher stamp of instructors 
and a finer class of appliances than are found in the elementary 
schools. If the technical instruction scheme is to be effective, it must 
be supplemented, not only by a system of continuation night schools, 
but by a system of secondary schools. This will no doubt be costly, 
but there is no better reproductive expenditure than expenditure on 
popular education. The manufacturers tell us that the ordinary edu- 
cated workman turns out, in consequence of his education, a fourth more 
work in the year than the illiterate, and it is quite impossible to 
calculate the increase of wealth to all that comes from the training and 
skill of inventors and designers and managers. It would be a pity, 
however, if the proposal of the promoters of last year's Secondary 
Education Bill were adopted, and the beer-money, which is small 
enough already for technical instruction, were to be made available 
also for general education in secondary schools. Of course it is 
now available, and rightly available, for promoting the technical side 
of education in secondary schools ; and indeed complaints are raised, 
chiefly by the friends of the evening continuation schools, that far 
too much of it has gone to those schools already, and that other ten- 
dencies are at work, both in County Councils and in Parliament, 
which threaten to take every penny away from ihe evening schools, 
the schools of the working class, and give it all to the secondary 
schools, the schools of the middle class. 

But these complaints, though not always entirely without occasion, 
are founded on a very exaggerated view of the facts, and are, I cannot 
help thinking, somewhat illiberal in their spirit. Taking the last 
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point first, it is not fair to represent a provision for secondary edu- 
cation as a provision for the middle class alone. The working class 
have quite as much interest in secondary education as the middle 
class. The numerous body of scholarships founded by the County 
Councils are in idea, and where they have been duly safeguarded by 
further conditions they are in fact, bridges for the cleverer children 
of the working class going from the primary to the secondary school, 
and rising to the professional positions for which their abilities qualify 
them. They open the careers to the talents according to the old 
democratic principle. I say that is their idea, and if some counties 
do not attach to them conditions which assure the practical fulfilment 
of that idea, then what the working man’s friend ought to do is to 
try to get such conditions imposed ; what he ought not to do is to 
represent secondary education and scholarships to secondary schools 
as things in which the working class has no interest, and from which 
it can derive no benefit. The secondary school is ihe place where 
the heads of the world of labour are to receive their training, and the 
working man has an interest in it, first, because it gives him and his 
children the chance of becoming heads in the world of labour ; and 
second, because, even if he does not become a head himself, he has all 
the same the most vital pecuniary interest in the professional effi- 
ciency of those who do. Brisk work and good wages depend greatly 
on that. 

Then as to the allegation that “ the whole of the grants now avail- 
able for technical instruction are in imminent danger of being appro- 
priated for the benefit of the class who are well able to take care of 
themselves,” and “ for the exclusive use of secondary schools,” there 
is really nothing in the facts to justify so wild an alarm. Mr. Acland 
has indeed declared that the evening continuation schools ought to be 
supported from the Education Department grants ; but he declared, at 
the same time, that if these grants were as high as he would like to see 
them, the evening schools would not suffer even though they lost the 
grants of the County Council ; and he has done so much for these 
schools already that, if we are to assume anything about his intentions 
at all, the right assumption surely is that he would not bo willing 
to see them deprived of their present grants before they had got an 
equivalent. Then, although some County Councils are reducing the 
number of their classes and increasing the number of their scholar- 
ships, and some are saving up considerable balances every year for 
the purpose of assisting the foundation and equipment of secondary 
schools, these circumstances afford on examination no relevant 
ground for the alarm based on them. Counties are decreasing 
the number of their dairy, cookery, or other classes, mainly because 
they can no longer find pupils to attend them. The young women 
in a village centre who want dairy or cookery instruction run 
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soon exhausted, and it is necessary to wait for a few years till a 
new race of them has risien, before opening a class there on the 
same subject again. Oxford has given up its agricultural classes, 
because agriculturists would not attend them, and founded a ^50 
scholarship with the money ; Notts opens mining classes at twelve 
centres instead of sixteen, and devotes the money saved to a mining 
scholarship ; but the scholarship in both cases is meant for the same 
class of people as the classes. It may or may not be a mistake for 
Notts to reduce its mining classes and found a mining scholarship, 
but it is certainly not taking the people’s bread and giving it to the 
middle class. The mining classes are attended mostly by miners, 
and the scholarship was restricted to pupils in the classes. 

The Technical Education Committee of Berkshire last year recom- 
mended the discontinuance of a number of popular evening classes 
on the ground of their want of success, though their failure has 
manifestly not lain in deficient numbers of attenders. During the 
previous two years, 227 evening lectures had been delivered on 
horticulture, agriculture, health, farriery, and machinery, f\rA the 
average attendance at them was forty-nine. These were now to be 
given up, but it was not proposed to spend any of the £600 thereby 
saved in grants to secondary schools, and only £50 was added to the 
scholarships (agricultural) grant. But £400 was to be given to open 
new classes of laundry work, and £400 on a migratory school of 
instruction in farriery. 

On the other hand, some counties — Derby and Wilts for example 
— are reducing their scholarships, and most counties are increasing 
their classes. Evening continuation classes are rapidly multiplying all 
over the land. The counties which are increasing their scholarships 
most noticeably — the West Hiding for example — are also increasing 
their evening schools most noticeably. 

Then, as to the accumulation of balances for the future establish- 
ment of secondary schools, the total amount of the balances accumu- 
lated by the County Councils is probably very considerable, though 
we must wait for Lord Norton’s return before we have exact informa- 
tion about this. But they have not as a rule been accumulated for 
any definite purpose, and where they have been explicitly reserved for 
secondary education, and seem even high in amount, that cannot 
be taken to imply any indifference to the more elementary and 
popular forms of technical instruction. Derbyshire, for example, has 
been pointed out as a prominent offender. Derbyshire has accumu- 
lated £15,000, which it means to spend on grammar and secondary 
schools when the Secondary Education Bill is passed. But Derby 
is one of the most active counties in promoting evening continuation 
classes, and has as many as 6500 pupils attending them. It also 
promotes science and art classes very largely, and has successful 
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classes ia agricalture, fruit-growing, dairying, mining, cooking, and 
so on. It is, moreover, as I have said, giving np some of its scholar- 
ships. It found when it began its work that there was only one 
grammar school located within its jurisdiction. What it is more 
than usually short of is good means of secondary instruction, and in 
giving its grants to such secondary schools as it found, it lays down 
the expli(fit condition that the schoolhouse, teachers, and apparatus 
are to be available for evening classes, so that it is specially mindful 
of the requirements of working men even in its provision for 
secondary education. When a county so circumstanced and so 
minded lays by a large sum for secondary education purposes, it 
may be inferred that it is well needed, and that it will be neither 
saved nor applied so as in any way to cripple any of the other 
branches of the county’s technical work. 

County Councils have never during the last three years shown 
any sign whatever of a disposition to interest themselves exclusively 
in secondary schools. On the contrary, they are interesting them- 
selv c ff' m uch more in a variety of other agencies and kinds of 
educational work, and there is no reason to think that if the 
Secondary Education Bill were to pass, they would immediately fling 
all other interests to the winds, and give their whole soul and means 
to secondary schools. They could do that now if they chose, but 
they don't. 


Joiix Rae. 
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O F no man in Europo are more diverse opinions held -Jiiali of 
Prince Kropotkine. To one section of society he is the lied 
Flag personified ; to another he is the Sermon .on the Mount incar- 
nate. Some even of those who know him well are convinced that by 
nature he is a poet, and that he passes his days indulging in beautiful 
dreams ; others, equally well able to judge, maintain that he is a 
scientist pure and simple, with no thought beyond the verification of 
his theories ; others again declare that ho is a revolutionist of the 
most dangerous type, one whose sole aim in life is the destruction of 
everything the orthodox hold dear. lie is depicted as a grand seig- 
neur who never allows those around him to forget his rank, and as* 
a democrat of democrats who is hail fellow well met with the riff-raff 
of the Continent. II is moderation and his extravagance, his infinite 
humanity and his ruthlessness, are in turn lauded or condemned as' 
the case may be ; and he is dubbed, in equal good faith, St. Francis 
d’ Assisi, Danton, and — Don Quixote. 

Peter Kropotkine is a member of a family which held high rank 
in Russia before ever the Romanoffs appeared there, lie was born 
in Moscow in 1812. His father, Prince Alexis, was a man of mark 
in his day ; and his mother was notable alike for her beauty, intelli- 
gence, and kindliness. She devoted herself to improving the condition 
of the serfs on her estate, and passed much of her time among thpm, 
teaching them and trying to make them understand the whys and 
wherefores of things. Unfortunately for them,* as for her young 
family, she died in 1845. The household serfs at the Chateau; — there 
were some fifty of them — gave an odd proof of their devotion to her 
memory when, a few years later, Prince Alexia brought home a 
second wife. They entered into a solemn compact to watch over her 
VOL. LXVI. 2 N 



538 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


three children and see that they were treated by their step-mother 
with due consideration. They even went* so far as to give the lady a 
hint as to how she must comport herself towards her new relatives. 
Needless to say, their well-intentioned zeal did not contribute to the 
peace and comfort of the household. 

Until he was fifteen Prince Kropotkine was educated at home with 
his brotMer. He was then sent to the Corps des Pages, an institu- 
tion where noblemen’s sons are trained to be courtiers as well as 
soldiers. He arrived at St. Petersburg at a time of' intense public 
excitement. The Czar Nicholas had died two years before, and with 
him the old state of things had passed away. The nation had sung 
a solemn Trhi over its former deities, and was seeking with passion- 
ate earnestness others to enshrine in their place. Every one, from 
the sovereign to the serf, was eager for change ; and the very air was 
alive with Utopian projects. The emancipation was to be only the 
first of many reforms ; for there was never a doubt in those days but 
that the Russian millennium was at hand. The spirit of general 
unrest Jjad spread even into the Corps des Pages, where the boys — 

• soon Kropotkine foremost of them all — used to discuss social prob- 
lems and frame constitutions when they would have been better 
employed batting. They were all revolutionists, of course — a fact, 
however, which by no means detracted from their loyally ; for in 
their very wildest schemings they counted on the Czar as a leader. 
The Prince when a page passed much of his time at Court, where be 
. was brought into close intercourse with the members of the Imperial 
family, some of whom have a kindly feeling for him even now for the 
sake of these old days. He remained at the Military College until he 
•was twenty : then, to the unbounded astonishment of his friends, 
instead of joining the Imperial Guards, he applied for a commission 
in the Cossacks of the Amur. These commissions are by no means 
in great request ; for most Itussian officers go to Siberia only when 
they are seijit. He therefore received an appointment at once, that 
of aide-de-camp to General Knkel, the Governor of Transbaikalia. 

It chanced that a few days before Kropotkine arrived at Irkutsk, 
his chief received peremptory orders from the Central Government to 
have a report drawn up on the condition of tlie prisons in the district. 
Some sensational stories of the horrors of prison-life in Siberia had, 
it seems, reached St. Petersburg just when the enthusiasm for reform 
was at its height ; and the report was to pave the way for making a 
clean sweep all round. General Kukel was anxious the work should 
be undertaken at once ; but, as usual in Siberia, there was no one to 
do it : his officers all declared they had as much on their hands 
already as they could manage. When the new aide-de-camp appeared, 
therefore, ho was hailed with delight ; and the Governor at once set 
him to work to collect information for the report. This task, as 
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Kropotkine soon found, was no easy one ; for in spite of tis having 
at his back the authority of the Czar, the prison officials began by 
resenting his inqu^ies as%n insult, and thwarting him at ev,ery turn. 
Still, boy aS he wajS, -he' had keen eyes and plenty of wits ; and by 
dint of patience and ^act he at length succeeded in winning the con- 
fidence of those with whom he had to deal : the battle was then half 
won. He visited every prison in Transbaikalia^ ahd wherever he 
went he insisted on seeing everything for himself. And very ghastly 
were some of the sights he saw, so ghastly that he would have thrown 
up his work in despair but for his firm belief that there would, soon 
be an end to all this terrible suffering. When the Czar once kpQW 
what things were being done in his name all would be changed. In 
those days his faith in the Czar was unwavering. 

The years he spent in Siberia have undoubtedly had an all-powerful 
influence on Prince Kropotkine s character and career. When *he 
arrived there he was a boy, with all a boy’s optimism and generous 
entliusiasra, firm in his faith that bright days were at hand, and eager 
to have a share in liastening their coming. Never did any^htnnqp 
being start life with a more intense desire to help his fellows. There 
is something almost pathetic in the ardour with which he threw him- 
eelf into that work by which, as ho believed, the misery of many a 
prisoner would be lessened. He was so sure, too, that the whole 
world was bent, just as keenly as he was, on righting wrong 
and making the rough places of life smooth. Then came the 
awakening, and a rude one it was. Kven before Kropotkine left 
St. Petersburg, Milutine had fallen ; and there were rumours abroad 
that the tide was turning, that the Czar was becoming from day to 
day less eager' to adapt himself to constitutional w’ays. The Prince 
had not been long in Siberia when he heard men tell how they fiad 
•seen Mikbailoff, the poet by whom Young Kussia swore, arrive in 
chains, oii his way to the mines, and how they Jiad sat side by side 
with him at that famous banquet the Governor gave in his honour, 
tt was but a sorry affair, however, tifis banquet, they declared, for 
the guest of the evening recited a sort of funeral dirge, one to which 
those around him listened with pallid cheeks and a troubled lo6k in 
their eyes. The most feather-brained know that it bodes ill for the 
future when singing of freedom is made a crime. Then Generafl 
Kukel was removed, for his local government scheme for Siberia — ^ 
which Kropotkine had had a hand in drawing up — was much too 
thoroughgoing* to please his superiors. The Governor sent to replace* 
him was an official of the orthodox: type, who speedily put a stop to 
what he called “ the reform mania.” He even refused to sign the 
prison report, and, changed liis mind only when he know whifb its fate- 
would be. It was sent to headquarters, and never heard of afterwards. 
As time passed, the Prince saw men whom he honoureid thrust aside, 
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one after another, their life’s work undone by a stroke of the' pen ; ho 
saw protesters against injustice treated as criminf|Js ; reformers forced 
to give up their task in 4heer despair; Ild pame,, tOo, ^across Polish 
exiles — some of the 40,000 then in Siberia — Who, told him strange, 
wild tales of the things ‘that were being done in their country. 
Evidently Alexander II. had tired of his role as the Liberal Cz^ar. It 
was a terrible time this, when the Prince first began to doubt whether 
those beautiful schemes for the regeneration of the Empire of which 
he had heard so much, even at Court, would ever be tried;' whether, 
indeed, the' Czar had ever intended that they should be tried. 
Portupately he had not much time to indulge in this sort bf specu- 
lation,' for he had been appointed Attache for Siberian" affairs to the 
Governor-General of Eastern Siberia, and was busy winning his spurs 
as^ an explorer. 

He organised a series of expeditions into the more remote parts of 
Eastern Siberia and Manchuria, lie crossed from Transbaikalia to 
Merghen, and thence to the Amur ; and ho was on board the first 
sleamea;. that ever forced its way up tlie Sungari. Travelling in these 
regions was then no child’s play. Tlie Prince and his companions 
were often cut off, for the month together, from all intercourse with 
the civilised world ; and must rely on their guns for food, and for 
shelter on any charico cave they could find. It Was during these 
expeditions that Kropotkine first developed that power of adapting 
himself to circumstance s which is now so notable a feature of his 
character. lit' made light of hardships at which the roughest of the 
'Cossacks grumbled, and when things were at the worst had a cheeiy 
j greeting for every one he met. After roving about for 'three years, 
always on the alert for adventure, ho returned to Ht: Petersburg in 
1867, and entered himself as a student at the University. 

In St. Petersburg he met with a warm welcome. Tho^" reports 
, which he had published in the “ ilemoirs of tlie Imperial Geographical 
Society” had oven then secured for him high rank both as an author 
a^nd an explorer, wliile some* odd stories which were aflpat of his 
knigjht-errantry, and of the devotion with which ho was x;egarded by 
- the rough Coss^acks, had won for him a certain . amount of popular 
favour. The brilliancy of his conversation, too, and the chai^pi of his 
'tnanner, made friends for him wherever he went; and^fhe very 
, waywardness with which he was credited only served to redder him 
■ the more interesting. The Czar, it is true, looked on him.’’.&bmewhat 
askance, but the. Grand Dukes and Duchesses were laviali in their 
kindly attentions, and ho was fclcd and made much of by all sorts 
and conditioi;s*of men. He was only twenty-six at this time,, and 
thfe balf was afc'iiis'f^et : there was hardly apposition .Empire 

to which Ke might not then have aspired. But no ever less 

inclined te turn to, his own^ advantage the ^ gifts ,goda gave him. 
If he ^lad’^ey'er had apy taste 'for. Court sopipty 1^® tad 
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lost it in tlie wilds of Siberia. Ceremonious entertainments were to 
him then as iapw sitnply intolerable. Besides,’' as he soo^i found, he 
was thoroughlj dut of touch with his surroundings. ‘ ^ ' 

The St: Petersburg to , which he returned was a , very diff^ent 
place frcffu the St. Petersburg he^ad quitted five, years before. \ ilq 
had been prepared to find it changed, but not so^chan^ed. The Re- 
actionists had gained the upper liand ; Count Tolstoi was all-powerful, , 
and the very word “ reform ” was tabooed. Men whom he had left 
extolling liberty, equality, and fraternity, now dwelt with unctipn bn 
the dangers of Constitutionalism. Abuses were rife on fcvery eide; 
the official^ were as venal and high-handed as in the days of Nicholas*; 
and the people at large were as completely at their mercy. And the, 
Czar looked on the while with indifference. He had lost foitii in his * 
subjects,; hid was as fiercely opposed to sharing his power with them ' 
iis ever his father had been. Kropotkine soon began to realise that, ‘‘ 
if Russia were to be saved, it must be from below, not above, by hard .. 
blows, iibt autocratic decrees. Alexander II. had had his chance and 
br.d missed it., Still, for a man of the Prince’s nature, it is ;?o c*sy 
thing to break away from early ties, early associations. Although 
profoundly discontented with the condition of hrs country during the ; 
four y^ars he \vas at the University, he held himself determinedly 
aloof froti all political movements. Plunged heart and soul in tile ^ 
study^ of' science and mathematics, he paid scant attention to wliah 
was passing in the world around him. ^ 

When, in 1871, his college course was over, Kropotkine undertook, 
at the i%>quest of the Geographical Society, to make a survey of Fin-'* 
land. While engaged in this work he was painfully impressed by 
the sigds of poverty he met with. At every turn he came across' 
sober, industrious men and women, who, although they worked from > 
early morning until late at. night, and pinched and saved, hardly 
knew what it was to have enough to eat. To him there wuis some- 
thing unutterably terrible in the lives of these people : in tlieir hand- 
to-hafid struggle against starvation ; in their toil whicli ends only ih^ 
the grave. Go where ha would, ho could not shake olf the remem- 
brance of 'the scenes he witnessed : the faces of the women haunted 
him ; the .pries of their children for bread rang in his ears. Some 
time previously there had fallen into his hands that old calculation 
Prudhpn’s \#hich has wen for Socialism so many cogverts. Providing; 
all had share and share alike, men, women, and children wovld 
five soti9» Qach ’a day. And what if they had ten, or ^cn twe^!ty ? 
So long gome spend hundreds, others must bo left with npver a 
sou afe ai/. , And aSdie thought of those things — o?^ the , terrible injyas- 
fcice that* pi:pya|le in the world ; of the ceaseless self-sacrifice ilEoposei 
on one section of humanity fpr/the sake) of .the .ofher ; of the many 
who are-' oondemfledHo- Starve! Ibhat? the ffew njtay revet j^n luxur^s — he 
'Was seized wiA/te intense Ji^tfiid and loathing, blind and unreason- 
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ing perhaps, bufc absolutely sincere, for this social system of ours 
which tolerates such iniquities. It bad beyond redemption, he 
holds, and must be torn up root and branch. ^ 

Once convinced of the necessity of a social revolution, Prince 
Kropotkine set to work to consider liow he could best help to bring 
it about, lie io Belgium to see how the workers lived there, 
and found them sunk in poverty. He then passed on to ^Switzerland, 
where he was brought into close relations with some of the members 
of the Internationale, better class working men tor tlie most part* 
He was much struck by the feeling of universal brotherhood that 
existed among them, and he joined their association. ^ He then 
hastened, back to Russia, where the ^J^chaykovsky stood sorely in need 
of a helping hand. 

The Tchaykovsky can hardly be classed as a revolutionary associa- 
tion ; its aim was in a great measure educational. The leaders of 
'the revolutionary movement were keenly alive to the fact, that the 
real obstacle to progress in Russia lies in the ignorance of the masses. 
It iff no^good expecting men to light for constitutional rights who 
have no conception of the meaning of the term ; and in those days 
not one in thirty, even among the artisan class, had ever heard of 
suph a thing as a constitution. Eighty-five per cent, of the popula- 
tion could neither read nor write ; and the tnind of the ordinary 
i^orking man was simply a blank so far as anything worth knowing 
was concerned. As the Government would do nothing to put an end 
to this state of things, the Tchaykovsky undertook to do the work for 
ibem, and in spite of them. A number of young people of educa- 
tion and position ageoed to “ idti w norod,” i.c, to go to the people, 
to Jive among them, and to try by the force of personal influence and 
‘‘Sympathy to rouse them from the apathy, moral and intellectual, in 
which they were sunk. It was to have a share in this work that 
Kropotkine returned to Russia, carrying his life in his hand, as he 
well knew. 

^ During the day he went about, disguised as a painter, from work- 
shop^to workshop, making friends among the men and winning their 
confidence. Then, in an evening ho held classes for them, led de- 
bates and gave lectures. The J Vince has an innate genius for teach- 
>feg ; St. Petersburg was thronged with men eager to learn : hie 
attic, therefore, was crowded night after night, althougli every one 
who^wont risked imprisonment. Yet the subjects t^ght were by 
no' means sensational ; not, not a hene, the qses of dynamite, or 
anarchist theories, but physical science and political .economy, with 
perhapi a little sociology thrown in. No doubt froni time to time 
the authorities were roughly handled in t^e debates : men are apt to 
lose their tempers, when, on their way to a night-school, they must 
play hide-and-aeek with the police. Probably, too, Kropotkine did 
not measure his words when criticising his rulers. He holds that it 
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is an infamous tiling for a government to keep a nation in thraldom ; 
and he said so roundly. He made no secret of the fact that he 
hoped the day was at hand when Russians would rise up and clfdm 
• their liberty, as other nations had done before them. And he cer- 
tainly did his utmost to hasten the coming of that day. Sjfill, at 
these conferences of his there was no plotting, no conspiring. What he 
wished to do, and what he was striving to do, was to give to those men 
who flocked around liim so eagerly, some of the advantages which would 
have come to them as a matter of course if they had been rich men’s 
sons. He was trying to educate them, to interest them in political 
affairs, and to awaken in them a sense of personal dignity and 
responsibility. And this was counted unto him a crime. He had 
not been long in Russia before he knew that he was a marked man ; 
and at the beginning of 1874 several of his fellow -workers were 
arrested. His friends entreated him to leave the country ; and, if 
prudence were one of his characteristics, ho would certainly have 
done so. It chanced, however, that he had written, for a conference 
of the Imperial Geographical Society, a paper on the glacitvl period ; 
and as he knew that it would be attacked, he was determined to 
read it himself. He was warned again and again of the nsk he was 
running, but he must, and would, defend his theory, he said. And 
defend it he did most brilliantly and successfully. And on themori*ow 
he was arrested. 

The next two years and a half of his life ho spent in prison, 
awaiting his trial which, as every one knew, wguld never come. Ho 
was confined in the Peter and Paul Citadel, where he was lodged in 
what had been a caseinate. . It was badly lighted, badly ventilated, 
and so damp that great drops of moisture stood on the walls. In 
this place he was shut up the whole day long, excepting for some 
twenty minutes three times a week, when he was allowed to walk in 
the court-yard. He had nothing to do, nothing to read, not a soul to 
speak to ; for even the jailers did not answer when he addressed them. 
No sound, but the tinkling of the city bells and the tread of the 
sentinels, ever entered the cell ; he was as completely cut oft* from his 
kind as if he had been in the grave. It is true the Grand Duke 
Nicholas more than once paid him a friendly visit, to try to make 
him see the errors of his way ; to try, too, by subtly-worded argu- 
ments and delicately ofiered bribes, to induce him to betray tho cause 
he had embraced. Needless to say, his Imperial iJighness met witih 
scant return for the trouble he took. Alexander Kropotkine, who 
was in Switzerland, hastened home when he heard of his brother’s 
arrest. As he knew there was no chance of the Princess being 
released on honourable terms — for the Czar resented as a personal 
insult his having thrown himself on tho side of the people — he worked 
night and day trying to obtain permission for him to see his friends 
from time to time, and have books and writing materials. In this he 
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succeeded, for he induced the Imperial Geographical Society to make 
a personal appeal to the Czar, that Kropotkine might be allowed to 
finish a scientific work on which he was engaged. The petition was 
granted, and two volumes of the “ Glacial Period ” were written in 
the Peter and Paul l^rison, * 

Prince Alexander paid a terrible penalty for his devotion to his 
brother. A letter, written in a moment of anger at the treatment to 
which Kropotkine was subjected, fell into the hands of the authorities, 
and on the strength of it he was arrested. No charge could be 
formulated against him, for, although a pronounced Liberal, he was, 
as all the world knew, a peace-loving man, one who had no sympathy 
with violent ways or revolutionary methods. Still he was Peter 
Kropotkine’s brother, and this relationship was a criminal offence in 
official eyes. While he was in prison, one of those little episodes 
occurred which go far to explain hov: Nihilists and regicides are made. 
He had one child, a little boy of remarkable intelligence, who was to 
him as the very apple of his eye ; ho literally worshipped him. And 
the news was brought to liim that he was dying. lie had but one 
thought — to go to him at any cost. He appealed to the Chief of the 
Police, pledged his word that if he would but let him go he would 
return within an hour ; showed him how, by sending soldiers with him, 
he could insure his return, lie was willing to promise anything, to 
do anything, so long as he might see his child before he diqd. J3ut 
the Chief of the Police refused to let him go. The child died, and 
the father was sent to Siberia. St. l^etersburg society is not easily 
disturbed by administrative eccentricities, but the news of Alexander 
Kropotkine’s fate excited general consternation. People were sure 
there was some mistake, that the Czar had been deceived. A petition 
was drawn up setting forth the facts of the case, and proving the 
absurdity of suspecting him of treason. This was placed in the 
Czar’s own liand by the Prince Kropotkine who was later murdered 
by the Nihilists. Alexander II. read it, threw it aside, and when 
someone reminded him that Prince Alexander was already in Siberia, 
his only remark was, “ Qu’il y reste.^’ And stay there he did, until 
he found life intolerable ; then he made his escape by the only means 
in his power. Yet it is hurled at Peter Kropotkine as a crime that, 
when this Czar was murdered, he expressed no word of regret. 

Meanwhile Kropotkine was in a fever of anxiety, for the officials, 
while allowing hini to know of Alexander’s arrest, refused him any 
further information. This anxiety, combined with the terrible 
solitude, close confinement, and insufficient food, told on his health, 
and it became necessary to remove him to the prison hospital. This 
gave him the opportunity for which he had long been waiting. If he 
were to escape it must be while in the hospital. It was his. one 
chance, a chance, too, of which his friends felt the most must be made, 
let the risk be what it might ; for a remark of the Czar’s, ‘‘ II faut 
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finir de ce Kropotkine,” had es^cited well-grounded fear for his safety. 
The Prince, when taking his daily walk in the court, noticed that while 
kindling was being brought into the prison the gate stood open. He 
decided to make a rush for it, on the chauce of being able to reach 
the carriage his friends promised to have waiting outside. It was a 
risky aflair at best, for on either side of him walked a sentinel with a 
loaded gun, and if they ran straight they could be at the gate as soon 
as he was. By means of some elaborate mathematical calculations, 
however, the l^rince had convinced himself .that they would run in a 
curve y and the result proved that he vi^as right. Still they might fire; 
besides, there were generally other soldiers in the court. 

Ifis friends arranged that, when the carriage was ready and the 
coast was clear, they would lot fly a little reil air-ball. But, oddly 
enough, such a thing was nob to be found in St. J Petersburg, and the 
Prince waited in vain for the signal. Then another signal was fixed 
upon — a certain number of bars to be played on a violin. Tht* next 
day — it was the 12th of July, 1876 — he heard the first bar, and ho 
was sure the time had come. But the music stopped ; something jnust 
have gone wrong. It began again, and again stopped. Death itself 
were better than such suspense. Then it began lor the third timf», 
and, at the last note, with one bound Kropotkino was at the gate. 
Once tho sentry’s bayonet touched his heel, and lie thought all was 
lost. But on he rushed, as tlie very wind, in his race for li1)erty. 
The carriage was there, in ho sprang, and was whirled away at a rate 
men travel but once in a lifetime. 

The Prince, disguised as an officer, travelled through Sweden to 
Hull, and thence to Edinburgh. There he had at once to face that 
most prosaic of problems : how to earn liis daily bread. He had 
but little money with him, and tlie Russian Government would, he 
knew, take good care that none was sent to him. Ho must therefore 
find work to do, and tho only lucrative work he could do, was to 
write. He sent some papers on scientific subjects to Nature^ and 
although his English in those days was somewhat peculiar, he soon 
became a regular contributor to that journal. He tlien came up to 
London, where he made a precarious livelihood by writing notes on 
Siberian affairs for the Times and other periodicals. As it was his 
intention to return to Russia as soon as possible, he was careful to 
conceal his identity ; and this procured for him an amusing 
experience. The editor of a well-known scientific journal asked him 
one day to review Prince Kropotkine’s “ Orography of Siberia.” It 
was an embarassing position ; he could hardly review liis own book ; 
yet it was difficult to decline the work without giving the reason. 
Besides, he could ill afford to decline it, for things were not going 
well with him just then. He went off, therefore, with the book under 
his arm, to think the matter over. Two hours later he returned, and 
said he really could not review Peter Kropotkine’s book. ‘‘ Why 
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not?^* asked the editor. “Because I am Peter Kropotkine myself/^ 
The editor, however, failed to see that this was an impediment. 

Kropotkine did not stay long in England ; for there was work 
better worth doing in the world, he felt, than writing scientific 
j}amphlets. In 1877 he went to Switzerland, where, as he was recog- 
nised, the Eussian police began that careful watch 'over his move- 
ments which they have kept up to this day. As this put a stop to 
his project of returning to St. Petersburg, he decided to make Geneva 
his head-quarters while carrying on his propaganda against the 
existing social systoni. lie held public conferences there ; gave 
lectures to workmen ; and, after a time, founded a newspaper, lA 
lUvolte. In Lfi li(Ux)ltc he published “ Les Paroles d’un Ecvoltfj,” a 
book which has had great influence on the social movement in Prance. 
It .is a scathingly fierce denunciation of the present conditions of 
society, and an appeal, passionate, yet from its earnestness most 
pathetic, to all honest men and women to combine and put an end to 
these conditions, with all the misery they entail. How they could 
do this, if they chose, he shows them in his C-onquete du Pain,” nn 
vrai pohac, if ever one were written, as M. Zola declares. A poem it 
certainly is, though in prose, and one of singular beauty ; but 
w^hether it is also, as it claims to be, a practical scheme for the re- 
organisation of society is another question. It is exquisite in 
language, admirably moderate in tone, and bears the impress of its 
writer’s intense humanity and sympathy. If society could bo 
organised as he describes, on the basis of universal brotherhood, the 
Golden Age would begin ; but the “ if is a big one. ^he Prince 
himself has never a doubt but that it could be, nay, that it will be, 
sooner or later. But then he is an enthusiast whose faith in his kind 
knows neither bound nor limit. lie is firmly convinced that, if the 
roughest mob that ever saw light held London to-morrow, its first 
care would be to install the old and feeble in the warmest nooks, and 
set aside for their use the softest raiment and the most delicate food. 
Some of us have doubts on this point ; our eyes are holden ; hitherto 
we have failed to detect in loafers any traces of white wings. 

“ Les Paroles d’un Eevoitc ” was hailed with enthusiasm as the 
new gospel ; and the influence of its writer was spreading apace. 
Then came the murder of the Czar, a murder for which the Eussifin 
Government chose to hold the little band of refugees in Switzerland 
responsible. As a point of fact not one of them, as has since been 
proved, even knew the deed was to be done until some hours after 
it was done. Nor had Kropotkine ever written or spoken one word 
that could be construed into an incitement to do it. He maintains 
that it is an infamy for any man to urge his fellows to do what he is 
not prepared to do himself. Still, he did not feel called upon to 
pass judgment on what was at worst but “ a wild, wrong way of 
righting wrong.” He even published in the Bholtc an article in 
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which he shows that this murder was the inevitable result of the 
Czar’s own acts. If Alexander II. had kept faith with his subjects 
they would never have turned against him. This article afforded 
KussiSt a pretext for bringing strong pressure to bear on Switzer- 
land, with the result that the Prince was requested to quit the 
country. 

Shortly before he left Switzerland a curious incident occurred, 
lie was informed, and his informant was a jiersonnge who then stood 
very near the llussian throne, that there was a plot on foot to kid- 
nap him. Some police agents were to bo sent into Switzerland in 
‘disguise, and the first time they came across the f ’rince in a lonely 
place, they were quietly to take possession of him. There was to be 
no noise, no fuss ; he was simply to disappear. All the details of 
the scheme, and the names of the officials who were responsible for it, 
were given. He knew it was no good applying to the Federal 
Council for prot ection ; he therefore decided to appeal to the Times. 
He sought out a well-known representative of that journal and told 
him exactly how the matter stood. Acting on his advice HropoLkine 
deposited in the Times office all the documents bearing on the affair ; 
and informed the contrivers of the plot of what he had done ; in- 
formed them, too, that if any evil befell him, those documiuits, names, 
dates, everything, would bo published. “ ^"ou will hear no more of 
it, you will see,’’ his friend remarked ; and he was right. 

Kropotkine again took refuge in England, where he tried by 
writing and speaking to excite public opinion against Kussia. He 
soon returned to the Continent, however, wliero he felt his special 
mission lay; and started an active propaganda among the French 
workers. He advocated the most extreme anarchist principles ; de- 
nounced governments of all sorts and kinds, and denied their right 
either to make laws or to enforce obedience to them. Every man 
must do what is right in his own eyes, he maintains. As all are 
equal, no one, be he never so much depute, minister, or ( V.ar, may dic- 
tate to his fellow what ho may do or what leave undone. ‘^Do 
what you like, do as you like,” he tells his followers ; but ho never 
fails to add : “ Do unto others as ye would that they should do unto 
you.” This is the text on which he founds his teaching ; the one 
moral law before which he calls upon Anarchists to bow. Equality is 
the fundamental principle of Anarchism, and ho holds that there can 
be no true equality unless men do as they wish to be done by, or 
rather as they ought to wish to be done by — something quite 
different, according to the interpretation placed upon his words by 
some of his disciples. Exploiteurs, it seems, ought to wish to be 
despoiled ; and tyrants, to be dynamited. The Prince never directly 
nor indirectly incited to outrages ; still, he is fiercely opposed to the 
existing social system, and he certainly exhorted his followers to do 
their utmost to destroy it ; he is convinced that land, with all the 
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machinery of industry, ought to be in the hands of the workers, andi 
he called upon them to prepare themselves to take possession of it. 
And when outrages followed, the authorities, not unreasonably per- 
haps, held him responsible. • 

During the winter of ] 882 there was a series of strikes in the 
neighbourhood of Lyons. The hatred of class for class was intense : 
the capitalists were using their power ruthlessly, and the Government 
of the day was on their side. Men who have no faith in their rulers 
think little of defying the law, and the starving soon lose their heads. 
There were excited meetings, threats were uttered, and then came 
crimes. This is the result of Kropotkine/s teaching,” cried the* 
hourr/coisie ; and the Prince and fifty-nine of his fellow- workers were 
arrested. The trial began on January 18, l88o, in Lyons, and a 
strange one it was. The authorities had failed to prove any con- 
nection between Kropotkine and the men who had committed the 
outrages, and for obvious reasons they were unwilling to bring him to 
trial as a propagandist. The charge agaiut him, therefore, was that 
of hwing Reorganised the Intoriiationale, which had been declared an 
illegal association. In support of it, however, no proof could be 
advanced ; indeed, the Chief of the Lyons Police confessed in court 
that he did not believe the Internationale had been reorganised at all. 
But the Cour Correctionnelle was not inclined to allow technical 
difficulties to interfere with its course. Kropotkine was an avowed 
Anarchist ; he was using his great influence among the workers for 
the spread of Anarchism ; therefore, whether or not he was guilty of 
the precise offence of which ho was accused, ho should be condemned. 
And condemned he was to five years' imprisonment. In connection 
with this trial it is significant that all who took part in the prosecution 
have since received Iliissian decorations. 

If the French Government had imagined that, when Kropotkine 
was safe in Clairvaiix, their troubles, so far as ho was concerned, were 
at an end, they were very much mistaken. While the prisoner him- 
self was quietly experiment Jilising in intensive fanning (in a garden 
fifty feet square) his friends were carrying on an active agitation on 
his behalf. Every scientist of eminence in England signed a petition 
for his release ; and all sorts of grave and reverent associations, the 
Council of the British Museum among the number, followed their 
example. Several, well-known journalists did yeoman service for 
him in the press, while in the Chambre des Deputes M. Clornenceau 
and his friends organised a regular crusade. They flung his name at 
the Government upon all occasions, much as a matador flings a red 
rag at a bull. ^Y^^^i^Gver a minister indulged in high-flown senti- 
ments, straightway a cry of “ Et Pierre Kropotkine ! ” was raised. For 
the sake of peace the Prince would soon have been released, if Bussia 
had not stood as a lion in the path. As it was, he remained in 
prison for three years,’ and he would have remained the full five but 
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for aa accident. When the Amnesty question was under discussion, 
the Government was “ heckled most unmercifully ; and, in a moment 
of irritation, M. de Freycinet gave as a reason for not releasing 
Kropotkine, that “derriere lui etait une question diplomatique.^' 
This admission was a blunder which could be atoned for only by the 
Prince’s immediate release : Franco could not be allowed to rest 
under the imputation of keeping a man in prison for the sake of 
pleasing Russia. He was liberated by a decree of the President 
of the Republic on January 15, 188(5. Whereupon the French 
ambassador in St. Petersburg was treated with such discourtesy by 
the Czar that ho returned to IWis. 

Since 188G Prince Kropotkine has lived entirely in England, 
supporting himself by his own labour. He is exiled from his 
country, separated from many of those whom ho cares for, and broken 
in health, for he has never shaken oil’ the effects of those terrible 
years he spent in the Peter and Paul prison. He is held responsible, 
too — and this is the cruellest touch — for crimes which ho has no • 
power to prevent. Verily he has paid a heavy penalty for C 7 "*‘ing 
in his lot with those who toil. When men attack tho Prince they 
forget sometimes that, if his lovo of the poor were less intense, ho 
would never have become an iconoclast ; and if he believed their 
wrongs could be righted by peaceful moans, he would not now be a 
revolutionist. 

Some years ago I once heard Prince Kropotkine give an address 
to his followers. It was the anniversay of some dica ftnicsUi or other 
iu the Anarchists’ calendar, and between two and three thousand 
of them were met in solemn conclave. And a motley set they 
were, the veriest Ishmaels ; there was hardly one among them to 
whom tho fates had not given more kicks than sous. They were 
thinly clad for the most part, though a keen east wind was blowing ; 
and in the eyes of some of them there was that look men have when 
the grim wolf is witliin hail. Poverty, misery, wretchedness was 
stamped on their faces ; evidently sufferance was the badge of their 
tribe. They scowled ominously as they talked; their eyes flashed, 
their fingers twitched, aTid the peace-loving found no edification at all 
in their remarks. Suddenly they sprang to their feet with wild cries of 

Pierre, notre Pierre ! ” The Prince had taken Iiis place on the 
platform. . ‘‘Mes amis,” he began quietly; and as he spoke it seemed 
as if these men cast aside, at one fell swoop, all their evil feelings, 
their rage, their violence. For tho moment they forgot they were 
pariahs against whom every man’s hand is raised. 


Edith Sklleks. 
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f^llR ^cleanest places in Paris.” Such was the conclusion of the 

I famous prison reformer, John Howard, after a careful inspec- 
tion of the prisons of the French capital. Howard made no less 
than three tours of inspection of these establishments (in 1776, in 
1778, and in 178^5), the results of which are embodied in his great 
work on the science of penology. It is true ho failed to penetrate 
the Bastille, although, much to the astonishment of the officers in 
charge, he made a determined attempt ; but with respect to the others 
he was entirely successful. 

Howard did not find them so bad after all, being generally models 
of cleanliness, even their paved courts being washed twice a day. 
This satisfactory condition of the prisons was undoubtedly due in a 
great measure to the personal intervention of that kind-hearted and 
unfortunate monarch, so soon himself to be imprisoned and to suffer 
on the scaffold for the misdeeds of dead and gone occupants of his 
confiscated throne. Louis XVI. had, by an order of August 30, 1780, 
installed airy and spacious infirmaries, abolished all underground 
dungeons, and separated men and women, as well as the different 
classes of prisoners. 

As far back as 1753, Paris possessed a Prison Society, founded by 
the Abbe Breton, powerfully aided by royal and aristocratic patronage, 
which supplied prisoners with various sorts of assistance. Thus one 
cherished modern notion of charity was all forestalled. Each prison 
had also its high-born patroness, who at the Christmas church services 
made a collection, and supplied clothing to her protdgdSy and during 
the rest of the year bestowed food and asi^istance. The State only 
supplied tlie proverbial bread and water — a pound and a half of bread 
per day — charity adding much else. • 
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The conditions of life have, however, changed since then, and a 
disposition to effect reform in the prison methods formerly adopted 
is apparent on all sides.. The many elaborate works on penology, 
the appointment of Government Commissions, and the institution of 
international congresses, all go to show the public interest that is now 
taken in the treatment of the criminal in confinement. England so 
far has carefully refrained from taking part in the penitentiary con- 
gresses held every five years by delegates from the various countries 
of Europe and America, This policy of exclusiveness seems to be 
based on the special conditions of life existing in England. Although 
it may be admitted that penal discipline must vary greatly according 
to the law, the climate, and the habits of the people, there are still 
many important subjects discussed at these international conferences 
which are of interest to all, and where common action might be bene- 
ficial. Thus at the International Penitentiary Congress to Be Held 
in Paris next year, the question as to the advisability of generalising 
and uniting the processes relating to anthropometry, and the 
examination of the conditions under which an agreement could be 
recommended in this respect, will be considered. As far back as 
1885 the advantages of M. Ilerlil Ion’s system of anthropometry for 
the identification of criminals were fully demonstrated at the (ingress 
held in Rome ; yet in 1887 the British authorities had not even heard 
of it, and only in 1893 did they seriously consider the merits of the 
system which they at once adopted. The mere presence at a con- 
gress does not entail the acceptance of any resolution passed, whereas 
to know what other nations are doing is an advantage not to be denied. 

That our prison administration requires reform is shown by the 
recent appointment by the Home Secretary of a Departmental Com- 
Tiiittee to inquire into various questions of prison management, such 
as to what extent juvenile and first offenders should bo treated as 
classes apart ; prison labour and occupation, with special reference to 
the moral and physical condition of the prisoners ; regulations governing 
visits and communications with prisoners ; regulations governing 
prison offences, &c. The Paris Congress of 1895 will show how 
many of these matters are dealt with in foreign countries, in addition 
to which an important international problem will be submitted for 
solution — ^namely, the best means to prevent the prostitution of minors, 
and whether it is not desirable to come to an understanding amongst 
the different countries witli a view to prevent the prostitution of 
young girls placed abroad, and too often given over to professional 
vice by the manamvres of certain persons or agencies. 

The Home Secretary’s committee having been appointed in response 
to the public interest taken in matters of prison life, a brief review, 
based on personal inquiry, of prison administration in France will 
perhaps be not uninteresting. 
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There are five classes of prisons in France, which are divided as 
follows : (1) prisons for long sentences ; (2) prisons for «short sen- 
tences ; (3) correctional establishments for the young ; (4) lock-ups ; 
and (5) depots for convicts sentenced to relegation and hard labour. 
All tliese are within the jurisdiction of the penitentiary department of 
the Minister of the Interior. The prisons for long sentences 
{ilaisons Cenimle^) the property of the State; but since 1811 
the prisons for short sentences cVArrit^ (h> Jmlice et de Cor- 

rection) are the property of the department in which they are situated, 
in the same way that the lock-ups (Clicunbrcs dc Surdc) are at the 
cost of their respective towns or communes. The State pays all the 
expenses connected with the furniture, staff, keep of prisoners, and in 
fact everything relating to the penitentiary service, which is exclu- 
sively* a service of the State. The Minister of the Interior also con- 
trols the organisation of private establishments where any persons 
under penitentiary authority are placed, such as correctional colonies. 

By the law of June 5, 1875, it was enacted that the cellular 
syjitem should be universally enforced, but that at the same time 
three days’ imprisonment in a cell should reckon as four days of the 
sentence. Unfortunately the law did not compel the Departments 
to construct at once the necessary cellular accommodation, and thus 
after nineteen years we find that, although the State contributes 
towards the necessary expenses of these works, there arc only twenty- 
three cellular prisons out of a total of 30e5 departmental prisons.* 
A Coascil Supivknr des Prisons was appoint'd under this law to see 
that these provisions are carried out. This Cutmil consists of fifty- 
seven members, nineteen of whom must be selected from the two 
Houses of Parliament. Its advice on general penitentiary matters 
is not unfrequently sought by the Government of the day. It is 
divided into three committees ; (1) to examine the plans and estimates 
of proposed buildings ; (2) for the study of penitentiary regulations ; 
(3) for all matters connected with prison labour. Two sessions must 
be held annually, but the Government may call them together as often 
as it thinks fit. 

There has also been at the Ministry of the Interior, since March 6, 
188G, a committee for the classiGcation of habitual criminals {Com- 
mission de classement dcs rccidicLsh's)^ composed of seven members 
representing the .various services interested — namely, justice, peni- 
tentiary, and colonial administration. This committee examines into 
the case of each particular prisoner with the utmost care, and deter- 
mines his ultimate destination, and how far any clemency is advisable.f 

* Under a subsequent law (February .5, ISO.'!) the transformation of the present 
prisons will proceed rapidly. 

t By the law of August 14, 1885, a Minister of the Interior is empowered to liberate 
a prisoner of good conduct on the expiry of half the sentence, but in all cases three 
months at^ least must have been spent in prison. 
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A special characteristic of French prison government is that the 
establishments for little children, girls, and women are subject to 
the supervision of lady inspectors. 

Considerable credit is due to the French system of adapting the 
labour and occupation of prisoners to useful ends, both physically and 
morally. All the trades taught are more or less useful to the 
prisoner after liberation, whilst in the long-term prison at Melun first 
olfenders are put at once to learn the honourable art of printing. 
The workshops of the new prisons, which are gradually superseding 
the older structures, are centres of healthy, active life, with a scale of 
payment according to the work done. Labour is also proportioned to 
the prisoners’ mental capacity, health, habits, and disposition. Thd 
question of recreation, too, is taken especially into account, thus not 
only reducing the monotony of prison existence, but forming ,an 
incentive to prisoners to industry and observance of discipline. 
Another point worthy, of attention is tlie principle of enabling 
prisoners to preserve their self-esteem, evidenced by the various 
little rewards and distinctions conferred for good conduct and go^^d 
service, as well as by the form of labour to which each is subjected. 
It may therefore be taken for granted that in the French model 
prison every effort is made in the direction of humanising the 
prisoner. Hence the intellectual side of life naturally plays a con- 
siderable part in the daily discipline. Each prisoner is obliged to 
attend school every day either as a pupil or a teacher. The subjects 
taught are varied and scholarly, including mathematics and foreign 
languages. In some prisons there is a brass band and a music-room. 
The mind is further enriched and solaced by occcisional community 
readings, singing, and concerts. Brightness and cheerfulness 
accompany the daily promenade, the exercise yard being profusely 
planted with trees and flowers. As for spiritual requirements, 
priest, pastor, and rabbi have every facility for intercourse with the 
prisoners, of which they largely avail themselves. That other 
important subject, the stomach, is also not disregarded, for it is clear 
that efforts such as have been described above would be futile if 
spent on convicts whose only thought is a good “square meal.” 
Here we have the French system of the canteen, which supplements 
out of the prisoners’ earnings the ordinary dietary regulations, which 
of themselves are* favourable, thus enabling the prisoner to live in 
comparative comfort. Finally, the question of outside communica- 
tion is Solved satisfactorily for the prisoner, who not only can see 
his relations several times during the week, even when under 
punishment, but may write home practically as often as he likes. 

In the Maisom Centrales^* of which there are in France fourteen 

* In addition there are two agricultural colonies in Corsica for long-term prisoners, 
as well as prisons in Algeria. 
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fop men and five for women, the category of prisoners is made up of 
those condemned to reclusion for a period of from five to ten years, 
and those condemned to simple imprisonment for terms varying from 
one to five years. On December 31, 1891, the latest date to which 
the Government statistics refer, the total criminal population of the 
Maisons Centrales was — men, 10,054 ; women, 1439 ; total, 11,493. 
The following table will afford additional evidence of the grave fact, 
realised in other countries as well as in France, that more than half 
the male prison population is made up of criminals between the ages of 
sixteen and thirty : 




Ago. 

j 

Alen, 

Per cent. 

1 

Women. 1 

Per cent. 

Over 1() and under 

20 . i 

1,020 

10*40 

7' i 

5*34 


20 

II 

25 . i 

2,034 

20*23 

219 

15*21 


25 

>1 

30 . j 

2,264 

22*51 

25C ' 

16*78 

»i 

30 

)> 

40 . 1 

2,056 

26*41 


25*00 

II 

40* 

»» 

50 . j 

1,274 

12*67 1 

1 308 j 

24*00 

II 

50 

>1 

CO . j 

521 

5*23 

163 

11*00 

II 

60 

II 

70 . 

236 

2*35 j 

35 

2*27 

II 

70 . 

. . . 

• • , 

46 

•46 

6 






10,054 

100 

1,439 

100 , 


Of the above, 7045 men and 615 women had been previously 
convicted. 

An account of a recent visit I paid to the well-known establish- 
ment at Melun, where only prisoners sentenced to five years and 
upwards are confined, will give a clear idea of a Maison Ceatmle. 
This prison is situated on the banks of the Marne, at the outskirts of 
the Forest of Fontainebleau, a distance of some thirty miles from 
Paris. On approaching the main entrance, one cannot help smiling 
at the French idea of writing up over the entrance of all their 
prisons, “ Liberty, Fquality, Fraternity.’* The cellular accommoda- 
tion of this prison is for 664 prisoners, but at the time of my 
visit 64 cells were unoccupied. The system prevailing is that of 
community life during the day and perfect isolation at night, with 
strict silence at ail times. The workshops are alt situated on the 
ground-floor on each side of a long corridor.* They are spacious, 
clean, well ventilated, and well lighted by skylights. The first we 
enter is the printing establishment, giving employment to 119 
prisoners, all of whom, with the exception of three, were utterly 
ignorant of the mysteries ‘of printing, composing, folding, and book- 
binding until they arrived here. Twelve presses, including litho- 
graphic machines, were at work. In this room are set up and printed 
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the elaborate reports, tables, forms, and statistics connected with the 
Ministry of the Interior. This room is exclusively confined to first 
offenders. The average earnings of each prisoner is 2*50 francs 
per diem. 

Another workshop — the tailoring — is now giving occupation to fifty- 
four men, of. whom only five are tailors by trade. The average daily 
earnings are 2 25 francs. The work done here is also entirely for 
the State, and consists of warders* uniforms for all the prisons of 
France and Algeria, cliildren*a penitentiary colonies, the State lunatic 
asylum at Charenton, and the staff of messengers at the Ministry of 
the Interior. The brush-making department is the third workshop, 
exclusively devoted to Government work, and the twelve men employed 
are enabled to supply all the prisons of France. The average 
earnings are 1*91 francs. There are seven other workshops,* in 
which the following trades are kept going: 


Trade. 

Number of men 
actually omploycMl. 

Avorajcfc ciu*ninu's«. 

Krau-8. 

1 Weavers (70 looms) . . 

. . . 20 

1’8() 

1 Basket-work (fine) , . 

, . . oa 

1*05 

i „ (coarse) . 

.... 43 

2'06 

1 iScalc-makers .... 

. . . ' 14 1 

1 88 

Wire- weaving .... 
Metal work .... 

. . . 21 

. . . 07 1 

1'70 
j 1-7S 

Whitesmiths .... 

31 

2’m 


I In addition to the above ten workshops, easy omploynuMit is given 
to men above sixty years of age, who by law are not coinpolled to 
work, but who are only too glad of the opj)ortunity. /J'ho twenty- 
five prisoners thus employed make on an average 01 centimes a day. 

Except in the case of the printing- room, there is unfortunately no 
distinction betw’een first offenders and old gaol birds, it being found 
impossible to have separate workshops for each class, or to provide 
farther special trades for the former. They are, however, but a 
scattered few. In the seven workshops given in tlio table, the prison 
labour is hired out to contractors. As an incentive to industry, the 
prisoner who has earned more than the average of i he regulation two 
francs per day is decorated with a red chevron on the right arm, and 
in place of the heavy sabots is allowed to wear shoes purchased at 
his own expense. Should he fail in the ensuing month to come up 
to this standard, his chevron is withdrawn, and he reverts to his 
sabots. It may be mentioned that some prisoners actually earn five 
francs a day. The proportion of each prisoner*s earnings conceded 
to him depends on his criminal antecedents and the sentence he is 
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undergoing. Of the earnings thus allotted to him one moiety he is 
allowed to spend, the other moiety accamulates, and is given to him 
on liberation. The following table shows the proportion allocated to 
the prisoners of the Maisons Centrales of France in 1891 : 


! 

rrisonere | 

iUrd 
I Inbuur. 

I 

Onc-lenth ... 3 

Two-tenths . . 3 

Three-tenths . . 1 

Four-tenths . . 

Five-tenths . . 

Six-tenths ... 

More than six- ) 
tenths . . 


Mew. 


5 to 20 
\ears. 

i 

Itcclusion.; 

ImpriBon- 

incni. 

... 

C3 

94 

... 

136 

168 

... 

436 

432 

... 

2,-03 

1,101 

1.3n 

1 

I 7 

4,664 

6 

1 

- 10 


1 4 . 

j 

88 

I 141 

j 3,349 

6,r)r)7 



J 

i(>,or>4 


Women. 


llaril 

labour. 

! 

' Reclusion. 

Iin])rison 

menu 

7 

1 

8 

21 


14 

413 

11 

! 33 

03 

169 

62 



' 056 

! 


1 

j 

14 

537 

1 I8.*i j 

717 


1,439 



The monthly average of the earnings is conspicuously placarded 
in each workshop respectively. In passing through these various 
labour centres one cannot help contrasting the comfortable arrange- 
ments of this prison with the workrooms in which the ordinary free 
labourer outside is occupied. 

My next visit was to the canteen and kitchen, passing on the road 
the exercise grounds and their pretty arrangement of trees and 
flowers, so diflerent from those of an English prison yard. 

The Government allowance consists of 700 grammes of bread daily, 
soup^ and GO grammes of cooked meat without bone, three days a 
week, and on the other days soup and vegetables. This, however, is 
quite a secondary consideration in this prison, for no less than 250 
prisoners prefer to feed themselves at their own expense from the 
canteen. For the first five or six months of detention, prisoners are 
allowed to receive money from outside, but after that time they must 
rely on their earnings. Here they are enabled each day to purchase 
a certain amount of food and wine, but the sum so spent must not 
exceed one franc. The bill of fare for two days in advance is sent 
round the workshops, and each man selects the tit-bits of his fancy. 
The following are the menu and prices for the day of my visit : white 
bread, 250 grammes, 5 centimes; milk, GO centilitres, 10 centimes; 
Gruydre, 45 grammes, 10 centimes ; coffee, sugared, 5 centimes ; figs, 
180 grammes, 10 centimes; wine, 25 centilitres, 10 centimes; saus- 



FRENCH PRISONS AND THEIR INMATES. 




ages, 120 grammes, with 400 grammes of potatoes, well prepared 
with onions and condiments, 20 centimes. This bill of fare is con- 
stantly varied, consisting of beef, mutton, veal, pork, fish, fresh 
batter, vegetables, salads, jams and fruits according to season. With 
such a list to choose from, it is not surprising that so large a propor- 
tion of prisoners decline to touch the regulation fare. There is also 
a specially prepared drink (an imitation beer) for those for whom 
neither wine nor water has an attraction. The whole of the bread, 
which is of the best quality, is baked on the premises. 

The cells are large and airy, with polished wood floors, and each is 
supplied with an iron bedstead, rush mat, and a mattress, blankets 
and sheets; enamelled iron water-jug and slop-pail, with brush and 
iron dust-pan. A wooden triaiiguljir seat is ])laced in the corner. 
Other conveniences there are none, except in the punishment cells. 

Work begins at 5 a m., and continues, with nect^ssary intervals for 
meals and exercise, until 7 p m. Sunday is a day of rest. Two days 
a week each prisoner may receive visitors for twenty minutes at a 
time. As these visits are both morning and afternoon, the prison/w* 
has the advantage of four distinct intervitnvs with his friends [)er 
w'oek. 

All prisoners are bound to attend school for an hour a day, and, 
strange as ifc may seem, there are classes for learning English, Russian, 
(lerman, Italian, and Spanish, the professors being prisoners ac- 
quainted with those languagO/S, The prisoners’ brass band of thirty- 
five instruments assists at the chapel services on Sundays. From 
time to time, also, prisoners are assembled for recreation, which 
takes the shape of reading short stories interspersed with music. 
Experience teaches that on such occasions the supervision of warders 
is a sinecure. Tii addition to tin* (catholic service, IVotestant and 
Jewish services are held. 

Having thus shown the pleasant side of prison fife at Melun, the 
question of punishments naturally arises. Crimes of a serious nature 
committed in the prison are obviously reh'rred to the ordinary 
tribunals, but disciplinary offences are dealt with each Tuorning in a 
court- room by the governor, assist i^d by the inspector, the school- 
master, and the chief warder. The punishments inflicted are : (1) 
reprimands; (2) privation of use of canteen; (8) punishment cell, 
with ordinary food ; (4) punishment cell with bread and water, each 
fourth day being the ordinary food ; (o) deprivation of visits — ^this, 
however, is rarely inflicted ; (6) deprivation of correspondence, when 
the prisoner has attempted to misuse it; (7) fines ; (8) reduction of 
scale of proportion of earnings ; and (9) discipline room. This latter 
punishment, which may be inflicted for two or more days, not exceed* 
ing fifteen, consists of prisoners passing the day from 5 a.m. to 7 p.m. 
alternately, sitting for fifteen minutes, and walking for twenty minutes. 
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being allowed neither to read, to speak, nor to work. The food is 
bread and water, with soup once per day. On the occasion of my 
visit there were thirteen men sitting about one yard apart from each 
other in rows, on square stools built of stone with a wooden top. 

The punishment cells do not appear to be such formidable affairs, 
having a wooden bed fixed to the floor, bedding being ' supplied at 
night. The floors are of polished wood, and there is the usual con- 
venience in the corner. By an ingenious arrangement the amount . 
of light to be admitted into the cell can be regulated at will from 
the corridor without. Incorrigibles, whom it is found impossible to 
employ in the workshops, owing to their turbulence and persistent 
breaches of discipline, work in their cells. This sequestration may 
be carried on for any period up to ninety days, and gives no claim to 
the reduction of the original sentence. The rejime at the other 
Maisons Centrales is practically the same as I have here described. 

The total number of cases dealt with by governors in 1891 was — 
men, 49,754, and women, 2318. The ordinary tribunals dealt with 
fiiljften men but no women. 

The total amount earned in the same year was 2,807, 117’54 francs 
by men, and 343,1 6(V20 francs by women. 

In the correctional prisons {Maisons d^ArrH, dr Justice ct do 
CoTrectioiC)^\M^ population at December 31, 189J, was — men, 20,336, 
and women, 3338, making a total of 23,074. 

No better proof can be furnished of the progress made by peniten- 
tiary reform in France than a comparison between the two Paris 
prisons known as Sainte Polagie and La Santo. In the former' 
prison, which Englishmen are accustomed to associate with political 
and State prisoners, but which in reality is the building wherein 
some of the most inveterate gaol birds are caged, squalor and gloom 
reign paramount. It is satisfactory to know that, with La Grande 
nnd La Petite Roquette, it is doomed to speedy demolition, and lliat 
these prisons will be replaced by new ones outside Paris.* The worst 
feature at Sainte Pelagie, which is situated near the Jardin dps 
Plantes, is the herding together at night, as many as six men, in 
some cases, sleeping in the same small, dark, malodorous cell. 
Strange as it may appear, criminals were anxious to be consigned to 
Sainte Pelagie.f notwithstanding its uninviting character, the explana- 
tion of which is certainly the fact of living and sleeping in company. 
Prisoners condemned for political and press oflences, and debtors to 
^he State, are housed in an entirely difierent part of the prison. 

Sainte Pelagic, however, has had a stirring history, and as I 

* The prison to replace La Petite Roquette is at Montesson, and is making rapid 
progress. Those to replace ATazas. La Grande Roquette, and Sainte Pelagie will be at 
Fresnes. 

t By a new regulation only prisoners sentenced to les.s than two months are now 
sent to Saintte Pelagic. 
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wandered along its dim corridors my mind reverted to Madame 
Boland, who wrote her famous Memoirs in one of its cells. Here 
also were confined the members of the Com6die Franpaise, Stranger 
the poet, Lamennais, and later on some 600 victims of the Coup 
The third Eepublic has also sent its quota of well-known 
writers to Sainte Polagie, one of the most recent being M. Edouard 
Drumont, who, as I write, has now fled to Belgium in fear of 
another visit under the new press law. 

Sainte Pelagie was never intended, and has never been fit, for a 
prison. It was originally built as a refuge for young girls of good 
family, by Madame de Mirainion, a member of the noble family which 
produced the author of the “ Barber of Seville ” and the ‘‘ Marriage 
of Figaro,” but the scheme was a failure. There is no refectory, and 
the prisoners are huddled together in the chapel at meal-times. 
Although in the narrow dingy workshops there has been some 
attempt at lighting and heating, the dormitories have no such pro- 
vision. In the cells the only convenience is a wooden tub placed in 
a corner, and in winter the atmosphere of these places, when all ^he 
windows are closed for additional warmth, can well be imagined. 

The total number of prisoners in Sainte Pelagie on December 81, 
1891, was 394. The men are employed in making ladies' feather 
boas, brass work, and mats, five workshops being in operation for 
the purpose. Here the whole of the prison labour is let out to private 
contractors. It is clear, from wliat has been said above, that not 
only is it impossible to make any separation between first offenders 
and habitual criminals, but even to carry out many other prison 
regulations. 

On the same side of the river, not far from the Observatory and 
the Boulevard Port Royal, stands the handsome and spacious prison 
known as La Sante, where offenders with sentences of from two to 
twelve months are lodged. Built on the radiating system, it has two 
great divisions, the one strictly cellular where the prisoner works, 
feedSj and sleeps in his cell; the other, where, though the prisoner 
sleeps in his qell, he works and feeds in common. In the first 
division there are 400 prisoners, and in the second 600. The cells 
are airy and well lighted from without, the oaken llooi* being brightly 
polished by rubbing the surface with tlie bottom of a bottle, which 
forms part of the furniture of the cell. A heating apparatus in 
the corridors supplies the necessary warmth. 1'here are eight 
punishment cells, with the usual wooden bed, bedding being 
supplied at night ; the entry is by a single door, and tlie silence and 
darkness within are less thorough than in English and American 
prisons. 

To the Infirmary of La Sant6 are sent the sick, not only of this 
prison, but of all the prisons of Paris. 
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The Roman Catholic chaplain visits each cell daily. The Protestant 
pastor and the Jewish rabbi constantly visit their co-religionists. 
High up in the centre of the round point is the altar, so placed that, 
on the cell doors being opened a few inches, each prisoner from the 
interior of his cell can follow the ofBciating priest without being Seen 
by his fellow-prisoners. Those prisoners who work in common also 
attend the service in common. 

There are four large exercise yards, planted in the centre with 
tre3S and flowers. Within three minutes of the bell sounding for 
meals, the 600 prisoners from all the workshops have taken their 
places, without noise or confusion, in the two spacious refectories. Each 
seat is provided with a receptacle, in which the prisoner keeps table 
utensils and his little private store of broken food, pepper, salt, &c. 

As at Melun, there is at Ija Saute a series of well-ventilated and 
well-lighted workshops, in some of which more than one trade is 
carried on. The first room is set apart for tailoring and bootmaking for 
the prisoners thfemselves. All the other work done in this prison is for 
private contractors, under their own free foremen. In the next work- 
shop I found about 100 prisoners employed in repairing old sacks, 
and in an adjoining one a like number engaged in making new ones, 
the average earnings of both being about 60 centimes daily. The 30 
men employed in these workshops as porters are paid 1*25 francs per 
diem owing to the onerous character of the work. In the remaining 
workshops the prisoners are employed in preparing articles either for 
public festivities or for gladdening the hearts of children. Thus in 
one room we have 1 00 men engaged in the construction of balloons 
and Chinese lanterns, with which the streets of the capital are so pro- 
fusely decked on the anniversary of the fall of the Bastille. As for 
the doll-making, it occupies the time of a large number of prisoners. 
One set of men prepare the composition, which consists mostly 
of sawdust, cement, and barley meal ; others roughly mould in 
presses the various parts of the body. These are passed on from 
set to set, until at last the doll in all its glory of bright paint with 
movable head and limbs is fit to be consigned to th^ Bon MarclU or 
Printevips. The latest fashion of dolls being manufactured was, 
curiously enough, a representation of that terror of evil-doers, the 
gendarme, in all the majesty of cocked hat and jack-boots. The 
earnings throughout the prison give a monthly average of 76 centimes 
per diem. The prisoners rise at 6 a.m, and work until 7 in the 
evening ; bed ah 8.30 r.M. Here, as in all other French prisons, 
there is a well-supplied canteen. First offenders are separated and 
work in their cells. All the work done in the cellular quarter is 
also for private contractors. Recreations, outside communications, 
and punishments are practically the same in all prisons in France. 

We now come to that most important subject — the treatment of 
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jav'enile offenders. There is no doubt that during the last few years 
France has made immense efforts in the way of the protection of 
children * and the improvement of establishments set apart for young 
criminals. 

The laws bearing on the imprisonment of children are as follows : 

Articj.e (16 OF THE Penal Codk. — When the aocnsed is less than 16 
years of age, and it is decided that he has acted without ‘ guilty know- 
ledge * {discernement) he will be actpiitted, but will be, according to the 
circumstances, given up to lus parents, or sent to a House of Correction, to 
be brought up and detained during the number of years fixed by the judg^ 
ment, which in no case can exceed the epoch wlien lie will have accomplished 
his 20th year. 

Article 67. — If it be judged that the accused has acted with ‘guilty 
knowledge,’ the penalties will bo as follows : J f ho has incurreil the penalty 
of death, of hard laliour for life, or transportation, he will be sentenced to 
from 10 to 20 years’ imprisonment in a ifouse of Correction. If he has in- 
curred the penalty of hard labour for a term, or detention, or reclusion, he 
will be sentenced to be incarcerated in a House of Correction for a term 
equal to one-third at least, and one-half at most, of that to which an adult 
might be sentenced. 

“ Article .‘ITo of tjie Civil (Jode. A father who has seriouif complaJiA 
of his child’s conduct may, if the child has not commenced Ins 1 6th year, 
have him detained for a period not exceeding one month on application to 
the local judge. After the 16th year begun the child may be imprisoned 
for six months, but the judge will not give the order until after consulta- 
tion with the Public Prosecutor, and he may refuse it or all^r the term. In 
neither case are there judicial formalities except the order for arrest, in 
which tlie reasons are not stated. In cases where the father has re-married, 
where the child has property of its own, or is gaining its own living, even if 
under 1 6, it may address a letter to the Public Pi-osocutor, who, after inquiry, 
may modify the order. A mother re-married cannot imprison her child with- 
out the consent of the two noai-est paternal relatives.” 

If we come to examine this power given to parents to imprison 
their children at will, we find that there is no fixed age at which 
such incarceration may begin. I have myself been shocked on visit- 
ing the prison of La Petite Roquette to see a child of seven years, 
dressed in prison clothes, in solitary confinement at the demand 
of the parent. It is absurd to suppose that any decent parent would 
have lost all control over such an infant, or that he had not proper 
means of correction witliout resort to so drastic a remedy. Probably 
he was the more guilty party. Of the boys so confined under 
parental authority 20 per cent, are detained for theft, the rest for 
idleness, insubordination, and want of discipline.' Of the girls, 99 
per cent, are under restraint for debauchery, bad conduct, and 
libertinage, barely 1 per cent, for tlieft. 

* By the law of July 24, 1880, a long category of unfit parents ending with “ fathers 
and mothers who hy their habitual drunkenness, their notorious or scandalous 
misconduct, compromise the health, security, or morality of their children,” fire 
declared socially incapable, and their parental rights arc annulled, and their offspring 
are brought up by the State, or one of the numerous societies established to watch 
over the interests of that class of the population. 
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On December 31, 1891, there were in France 34 establishments 
for correctional education. For boys — public colonies, 6 ; correc- 
tional quarters, 5 ; private establishments, 13. For girls — 
correctional quarters, 1 ; special establishments, 2 ; private establish- 
ments, 7. * 

The law of August 5, 1850, ^ich has been called the fundamental 
statute of penitentiary education in France, establishes four categories 
for boys. (1) Those condemned under Article 67 to six months' and 
under. These remain in the local prisons. Article 2 of the said 
law lays down that there shall be a distinct quarter for them. (2) 
Those acquitted under Article 66, who are sent to a penitentiary 
colony, to be brought up in common under severe discipline at agri- 
cultural work, and the industries relating thereto, (3) Those under 
Article 67, sentenced to more than six months’ and less than two 
years’, who are sent to the same penitentiary colonies, but must first 
serve three months at sedentary employment in a distinct quarter. 
This is not applied in any colony. ( 1 ) Firstly, those condemned to 
43i^re than two years* imprisonment ; secondly, the insubordinates of 
the penitentiary colonies — these should under the law be sent to 
correctional colonies^ but as yet such colonies have not been instituted. 
All that has been done is to set aside special quarters in certain 
large departmental prisons, such as Rouen, Nantes, Dijon, Lyons and 
Villeneuve. The girls are to be sent to M((isons r^niicnliaires. (1) 
Minors under parental correction ; (2) those of less than 16 years of 
age sentenced under Articles 67 and 69 ; (3) those acquitted under 
Article 66, and not handed over to their parents. The administra- 
tion, however, sends girls sentenced for not more than two years to 
correctional quarters attached to houses of refuge. Those under 
parental correction are sent to a private establishment or to the 
cellular quarter at Nanterre. By far the larger class are those 
acquitted as having acted without guilty knowledge, and not given up 
to their parents. 

On December 31, 1891, there were 2609 boys in public establish- 
ments, and 2516 in private establishments, making, with 1135 girls, 
a total of 6290, apportioned as follows: 


t 

Uoys. 

Per cent. 

Girls. 

Per cent. 

Acquitted under Article G6 . . . 

5,041 

97-79 

1,046 

92-16 

Condemned under Articles 67 \ 
and 69 j 

98 

1*90 

9 

•97 

Parental correction ...... 

16 

•31 

80 

7*05 

♦ j 

5,155 

100 

1,135 

100 
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The ages of the children at the time of Committing the offence 
for which they were detained is shown in the following table : 


» 


Boys. 

Girls. 

Age. 





^ * 

1 




Number 

1 

1 Per cent. 

j . 

Number. 

For ccut. 

Under 8 years 

44 

0*89 

8 

0-70 

From 8 to 10 years 

443 

1 8*39 

93 

8*19 

» 10 to 12 

1,039 

' 20-15 

169 

14-89 

„ 12 to 14 

1,739 

33-73 

280 

24-68 

„ 14 to 15 „ ...... 

1,187 

! 23-02 

' 295 

25*99 

Over 15 3 "ears and less than 16 . . 

j 713 

13-82 

• 290 

25*55 


5,155 

j lOO 

1 1,135 

100 ' 


The nature of the offence committed by these youthful offenders is 
shown in the following table : 



1 

1 

1 

Boys. 

tiirlK. 


OlVciices. 

1 


- 

1 




Number. 

Per cent. 

Number. 1 

1 

Per cent. 

Aswsassination, poisoning . 

1 

5 

•10 

1 

8 

•70 

Cutting and wounding . 

. . . 1 

133 

2-58 

38 ] 

3-34 

Arson 

. . . j 

92 

1*78 

38 : 

3-25 

Indecent assaults, &c . . 

1 

* * * 1 

138 

2-68 

1 126 i 

11 os 

Robbery — ffilse money . . 

. . . j 

146 

2-83 

i 33 

2 ’90 

Thefts, cheating. . . , 

. . . i 

3,146 

66-27 

j yl7 

45-54 

Mendicity 

1 

. . . 1 

367 

7-12 

1 121 

10-65 i 

Vagabondage 

1 

691 

13-10 

! 144 

1 

1-2-68 

Other crimes and offences 

. . . 1 

151 

2-93 

1 32 

2-81 

Disobedience to parental authority 

16 

•31 

; 50 ! 

1 1 

7-04 


1 

5,155 

100 

' l',135 1 

100 


The parents of 875 boys and 443 girls had been condemned one or 
more times. 782 boys=15’17 per cent., and 141 girls = 12*12 per cent, 
had been sent to correction one or more times. 

The total number of breaches of discipline committed by boys in 
the year 1891 was 43,668, and by girls 2086. The same number of 
punishments were inflicted — viz., cells : boys, 3360 : girls, 537. 
Other disciplinary punishments : boys, 33,030 ; girls, 840. Repri- 
mands : boys, 6678 ; girls, 709. 
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The power given by the law of 1850 to employ boys in industrial 
labour connected with agriculture has been very liberally interpreted 
by the Government. Thus the children are instructed in the work of 
wheelwrights, edge-tool makers, farriers, saddlers, carpenters, joiners, 
masons, whitesmiths, locksmiths, brickitakers, bakers, shoemakers, 
brushmakers, &c. The administration has created a public colony 
entirely industrial where there are workshops for hosiery, pasteboard 
and paper-making, cabinet-making, and wood-carving. There is a 
private establishment entirely devoted to edge-tool-making to which 
many Parisian children are sent, and on release they have no 
difficulty in finding employment either in the neighbouring factories 
or in Paris. For girls the law makes no mention of out-door work, 
but the Government have tried, while not neglecting women’s usual 
work, washing, ironing, hand and machine sewing, lace-making, 
embroidering, &c., to employ them in some outdoor work such as 
gardening. 

On December 31, 1891, there were 3G2 boys and 19G girls 
^iftmployed on household duties ; 2 J J4 boys and 142 girls employed on 
agricultural work : and 1()25 boys and 786 girls in manufacturing work. 

It may not be uninteresting to see how the boys are treated in the 
prison des Jeunes Detenus, generally known as La Petite Roquette. 
It stands near the cemetery of P^re Lachaise, and facing the famous 
home of the guillotine (the Depot des Condamnes), known as La 
Grande Roquette. The offenders here confined are those ' under 
parental correction, boys under remand,* adults from sixteen to 
twenty years of age serving a sentence of under twelve months, 
and boys awaiting transferment to one of the penitentiary colonies. 
The marked characteristic of this prison is the absolute isolation by 
day and by night, even at exercise, of one youthful prisoner from 
another. 

In 1836, M. Gabriel Delessert, Louis Philippe’s last Prefect of 
Police, constructed the present cellular arrangement, differing from 
the so-called “ model prisons ” which have since been common in the 
last forty years. 

As at La Sante, there is a central tower, from which diverge the 
various storeys of the six divisions ; bub here tliey are connected with 
it by bridges on the outside. The tower is used at various stages as 
kitchen, visiting-ijoom, and chapel. The chapel is an amphitheatre, 
each child being in a stall enclosed on every side except in front. 
Besides being used for the weekly service, instruction and interesting 
readings are here given. On the occasion of my last visit, thirteen 
boys of from nine to eighteen years of age, confined by way of 

* In many cases the magistrates send them to the establishment of the Enfants 
Abandonnes in the Rue Denfcrt Rochereau pending the inquiry, specially first offenders 
and children of tender years. 
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parental correction, were listening to a moral address from the school- 
master. All that could be seen of them was their upturned faces. 

The youthful prisoners rise at 6 a.m., and work eight hours a day. 
Bedtime during the week is at 7 P.M.,.but on Sundays at 6 i^M., and 
the light is immediately withdrawn — they are thus left for eleven or 
twelve hours entirely to sleep, or to their thoughts. Two hours a 
day are allotted to school, and one hour for solitary recreation. They 
have three meals per day — in the morning, at midday, and at 4« P.M., 
for each of which meals half an hour is allotted. Here also the 
Government allowance may ba supplemented at the canteen. There 
are twenty-four warders, but there is not a single woman, not even 
in the infirmary, for these poor children to turn to. 

In strange contrast with the joyous emblems prepared at La Sante, 
the occupation of La Petite iioquette is largely connected with the 
making of beaded mortuary wreaths, the daily pay for which in the 
case of children is a fixed sum of 30 centimes. The older prisoners 
are engaged iu caning chairs, at which they make 1 franc a day, 
whilst other occupations consist of sewing, netting, wire trap*and pin. 
making, &3. The daily average earnings of the elder pasoners is 
75 centimes. There is a good system of 'baths employed, of which 
the prisoners make use once a week. The punishments are analogous 
to those I have already refereed to, but in the case of young boys the 
bread diet is never inilicted. One of the most able and kindest- 
hearted of the Paris juges (Vinstr action^ who has done more than any 
one to ameliorate the condition of jAvonile prisoners, thus writes about 
the punishments at La Petite Roqiiette : 

No doubt it is necessary to maintain good order, and to master the 

niballious and vicious natures but the dark cell ! .... I doubt if it is 

possible to render them better by condemning them to idleness in the dai*k, 
.... I assert distinctly that it would bo better to come bacik to the bircli 
of our ancestors ; Henry IV., in a letter to Madame de Monglat, rejoices 
tliat ho was whipped, and more than one child at In Petite lioqiiette would 
get much more benefit from a good whipping than fi-om fifteen days’ idle- 
ness in a dark cell.”* 

I have heard the same remark made by many French magistrates, 
but the feeling in France against any form of corporal punishment is 
far too strong ever to allow of such a wholesome practice towards 
boys, either free or prisoners. It is not so long since that many 
French towns possessed their public whipper, who was called in to 
any house where his services were required ; under a free Republic, 
however, the rights of man ” must be respected. 

The last category is the Depot, or receiving house for convicts 
sentenced to transportation and awaiting transfer. The population 
on December 31, 1891, was 253, and the following table will show 
the percentage of their ages : 

* “ Les Prisons de Paris,” by A. Giiillot (Paris, 1890), p. 127. 
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Age. 

Per cent 

16 to 20 

. . . 32-41 

20 „ 25 

. , . 22-98 >71-96 under 30 years. 

25 „ 30 

. . . 16-62 1 

30 „ 40 

. 16-20 , 

40 „ 50 

• . . 7-50 > 28-04 over 30 years. 

50 „ 60 

. . . 4-34 


Under the law of March 18, 1889, prison warders must be selected 
from a list of retired non-commissioned officers prepared by the War 
Office. It is only in default of such candidates that the Minister of 
the Interior may consider any other applications for employment in 
the prisons. 

Elementary professional schools for warders have been established 
in most French prisons. Jly a decree of August 19, 1893, a superior 
school was established at La Saute prison. To this school are sent, 
for a six months’ course of higher professional training, warders who 
have passed good examinations in the elementary schools. The chief 
parders ^nd other superior prison officials are selected from amongst 
those who pass out well from this professional school at La Santo. 

In all that has been said above one cannot help being struck by 
the difference of treatment of prisoners in France and England, The 
canteen system appears to be an abuse, for it enables a hardened 
habitual prisoner but clever workman to live much better on the 
produce of his work than an unfortunate first offender who is unused 
to manual labour, and whose intellectual capacities cannot be usefully 
employed. It surely is wrong to afford facilities for luxuries, unless 
by way of reward for exceptionally good work and good conduct, in 
long-term prisons. The efforts made for the improvement of the 
moral, social, and intellectual condition of the prisoners, such as the 
nature of the work, the higher education in the schools, cheerful 
recreation, music, and freciuent communication with friends, must be 
beneficial in the long run. It is clear that so long as so large a pro- 
portion of French prisons are without cellular accommodation, and 
prisoners eat, work, and sleep in common, there can be very little 
prospect of any diminution in the number of habitual criminals. 

This, however, may be said, that if the English authorities are in 
earnest in seeking information, much that is profitable may be 
gathered from a careful inquiry into French prison life, despite its 
imperfections. 


Edmund R. Spearman. 
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N inety years have passed since Dr. Joseph Priestley died at 
Northumberland in Pennsylvania. He is buried the.e with his 
wife and youngest son, Henry, and one by one a group of American 
descendants have been gathered to his side in that simple graveyard. 
With his scientific achievements I am incompetent to deal; but it 
seems to me that his reputation is not lessened by the lapse of years. 
He had the divining intellect which suggested even more than it 
achieved. lie told to his contemporaries his successes, and even his 
mistakes, with the eager simplicity of a child of genius. His mind, 
like Kepler’s, leapt from point to point, indicating many main lines of 
modern discovery. His statue, modelled from Fuseli’s portrait, was 
placed in the Oxford Museum by a committee co-operating with 
Prince Albert ; his name figures on the great frieze surrounding the 
Palais d’Industrie in the Champs Elysoes ; and Birmingham erected a 
statue to him in 1874, the centenary of the discovery of oxygen. 

When this statue was inaugurated, my mother, who was born in 
Pennsylvania, was probably the only person living in England who 
could personally recall Joseph Priestley. She was seven years old 
when he died. He had taught her to read, and her memory of him 
remained perfectly clear and vivid. The delicate features of the old® 
man, framed in thin locks of silvery hair, are recorded in the 
portrait by Artaud before me as I write. This presentment, rather 
than any of those by Flaxman, is what my mother affirmed to be the 
real grandfather she remembered. It may not be without interest to 
try and recover some traits of the man as he was, according to the 
last echo of oral tradition. Also to this end indirect help is given by 
a record which he left of his private life, an old-fashioned reticent 
autobiography, which, though several times reprinted, is hardly known 
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in general literature, because it is filled from cover to cover, not with 
records of the scientific discoveries which werer making him famous 
from one end of Europe to the other, but with thoughts and inter- 
pretations pertaining to the Scriptures and life eternal. It is 
impossible to look upon the faded manuscript, in its century-old 
binding of white skin, without a feeling of deep, pathetic reverence. 
Matthew, Paul, John — with them he wrestled single-handed, if by 
any means he might wring out the trutli of things divine. He 
scarcely takes the trouble to note those experiments on electricity, 
gas, and water which earned for him, even in his own lifetime, the 
recognition of the civilised world. To this autobiography his eldest 
son appended a supplementary chapter, recording the last years and 
peaceful death-bed, at which even the little grandchildren were 
present. 

Modern readers will perhaps regret the destruction by Dr. Priestley 
himself of the great bulk of his correspondence ; and in the first 
edition of the Life Mr. IViestley expresses a sentiment which falls on 
ihe ear like a tone from some old-fashioned musical instrument 
forgotten of men : 

“ The work,” says he, “ mi^j^ht have been made more interesting, as well as 
entertaining, had \ deemed my self at liberty to liave published letters addressed 
to my father by persons of eminence in this coiintry (America) as well as 
in Europe. But those communications whi(*h wore intended to be private 
shall remain so, as T do not think 1 have a right to amuse the public either 
against or without the inclinations of those who confided their correspond- 
ence to his care.” 

Many letters have, however, been preserved from oblivion ; some have 
been privately printed in Xew York, others are in my possession, and 
now that full ninety years have passed since the last letter was written 
and received, and that few can even remember in his old age the 
reverent and scrupulous son, no such obligation need restrain the 
pen, though the written personal record is at best but meagre. 

It can, however, be supplemented from other sources. Priestley made 
a great impression upon his contemporaries, as is witnessed by the extra- 
ordinary number of portraits and medallions executed in his lifetime ; 
nor did the political caricaturists spare him. Moreover, the dignified 
household, marked by plain living and high thinking, and at all times 
poor in worldly goods, became the centre of a very whirlpool. The 
Birmingham riots raged round IMestley and his friends, and were full 
of ferocious passion, full also of incident, and of that strange blending 
of the sublime and the commonplace in which lies the deepest pathos. 
We have many letters recounting how people lost their property, 
their loose coin, their keys, and their clothes, as well as precious 
papers. We are told how the young people of Priestley’s congre- 
gation, Mary R. and Sarah S. and their brothers, were hurried away 
along the country roads by their frightened parents, the mob 
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roaring and racing a mile or two behind ; aqd one of the girls after- 
wards wrote the beat account we have of those four days. In the 
cnidst of the turmoil stood Priestley, calm and patient, forbidding 
the young men of his congregation to strike a blow. In the letters 
of his contemporaries, rather than in any documents furnished by 
liimself, we must seek for the man. 

He was born in Yorkshire, of an old Presbyterian stock ; one 
branch of the family acquired wealth and lived at Whiteways, but* 
his own immediate ancestors were farmers and clothiers, people of 
substance in the yeoman class. We can trace them accurately as far 
back as the middle of the seventeenth century, when one Phoebe 
Priestley, after wrestling with fever in her household, was herself 
stricken and “ lay like a lamb before the Lord ” on her death-bed. 
Her husband wrote a long and touching account of all she said and 
did, that her children might know what manner of mother they had 
lost, • These people were presumably of the same stock as the Priest- 
leys of Soylands, who run back into the Middle Ages. 

The children of the Priestley families were all named after Scrip- . 
tural characters. They were Josephs, Timothys, and Sarahs from 
one generation to another. The Bible was stamped into them, and 
from it they drew all the inspiration of their liveg. That gifted 
Joseph, who was to make so singular an impression on his time, and 
to be associated with Shelburne and Sandwich, with Captain Cook, 
D’Alembert, and Diderot, and to receive honours from the Empress 
Catherine of Russia, was born on March 13 (old style) in the year 
17oe3, at Fieldhead, a smjill stone house about six miles south-west 
of Leeds. It is now t«aken down, but I visited it in my youth, and 
made a rough sketch, which shows that it was rather smaller than 
the honso of Shakespeare’s birth at Stratford-on-Avon, but of much 
the same type, and probably very ancient. The front door led into 
the house-place ; a division had been made to accommodate two 
families, but originally, one hundred and sixty years ago, it would 
have been a solid and respectable homestead, and fifty years later we 
find Priestley writing to his sister, Mrs. Crouch, at the address of 
Fieldhead. 

He was the eldest of six, and when quite a little fellow was sent, 
to his maternal grandfather, a farmer at Shapton, near Wakefield, and 
remained there till his mother’s death in 1740. 

“ It is but little,” he says, “ that I can recollect of my mother. I 
remember, however, that she was careful to teach me the Assembly’s 
Catechism, and to give mo the best instruction the little time that I was at 
home. Once in particular, when I was playing with a pin, she asked me 
where I got it ; and on my telling her that I found it at my uncle’s, who 
lived very near to my father’s, and where I had been playing with my 
cousins, she made me carry it back again ; no doubt to impress my mind, as 
could not fail to do, with the clear idea of the distinction of property, 
VOL. Lxvn 2 p 
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and of the importance of afttending to it. She died in the hard winter of 
1731), not long after being delivered of my youngest brother, and is said to 
have dreamed a little before her death that she was in a delightful place 
which she particularly described, and imagined to be heaven. The last 
words which she spoke, as my aunt informed me, were : ‘ Let me go to that 
fine place.’ ” 

Quaint little picture of the Puritan woman whose lesson to her son 
was to remain indelible, and to be recalled by the old man after a 
long career of labour and honourable success. 

The boy’s life now underwent a radical change. On his mother’s 
death he was taken home, the next brother replacing him in the 
farmer’s household, and before long a sister of his father’s, married to 
a wealthy man of the name of Keighley, offered to adopt and consider 
him as her own child. This was when Priestley was nine years old, 
and for twenty years Mrs. Keighley survived and kept her promise. 
Her husband, “ remarkable for piety and for public spirit,” died soon 
after the adoption of the child, leaving the greater part of his fortune 
^ to his widow, and much of it at her disposal after her death. From 
this time forward the boy had every advantage of education so far as 
it could be obtained at a time when the Universities of Oxford and 
Cambridge were strictly closed to Dissenters. He was well instructed 
in the learned ^languages, of which ho says ho had acquired a pretty 
good knowledge at the age of sixteen. 

His aunt naturally wished her adopted son to become a minister, 
and he entered into her views ; but becoming, as it was thought, 
consumptive, he took another great intellectual start. The dead 
languages were laid aside, and with a view to a mercantile situation 
the youth learned three modern languages — French, Italian, and High 
Dutch, all without a master— -and in the fiist and last, says he, “ I 
translated and wrote letters for an uncle of mine who was a merchant, 
and who intended to put me into a counting-house at Lisbon. ' A 
house was actually engaged to receive me there, and everything was 
nearly ready for my undertaking the voyage.” But the patient’s 
health improved, and the foreign project was laid aside. 

Priestley, therefore, resumed his theological studies, and in due 
time was ordained minister ; and being a man of great though un- 
conscious ability, wholly free from exaggeration of language, he has 
drawn a picture of the life led in Yorkshire by Presbyterian divines 
which must impress the modern reader with astonishment and perhaps 
admiration. No hermits of the desert, no monks of La Trappe, dwelt 
more serenely in an atmosphere apart. It was the time of Louis the 
Fifteenth in France and of George the Second in England, and the 
nephews and nieces of Charlotte Princess Palatine were still living, 
and her letters, whose name is legion, yet lay stored in the cabinets 
of her correspondents, full of inexpressible details discussed in most 
expressive language. It was the time when Jeanie Deans walked 
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from Scotland to beg her sister’s life of Queen Caroline, and met 
Madge Wildfire in the way. It was the time when the polite world 
was composed . of “men, women, and lierveys”; when Squire 
Peadarves was found dead in his bed in Greek Street, Soho, leaving 
his young widow to be courted by John Wesley and wedded by Dr. 
Delany ; when statesmen bribed, and young blades drank, and Sir 
Harbottle carried off Harriet Byron, whose shrieks brought Sir 
Charles Grandison to the rescue, sword in hand. It was the period 
when the Jacobite Eebellion flamed up and expired, when the 
Young Pretender marched to Derby, and tho heads of the decapi- 
tated lords were exposed on Temple liar ; tragedies, agonies, high- 
way robberies, Dick Turpin, Jack Sheppard, smugglers, the press 
gang ; Frederick Prince of Wales quarrelling in Leicester Square. 
(Jueen Caroline on her death-bed telling her weepiitg little George 
“ qiie Tun n’empcche pas Tautre,’^ Horace Walpole making the 
grand tour. Dean Swift dying in agonised misery. Merciful 
Heavens ! what an England, of which wo possess the daily diary ! 
We can see Hogarth at his easel, and Sir Joshua taking his first 
stiff portraits, and Garrick going on pilgrimage to Stratford, 
and the young King courting Hannah Lightfoot and marrying 
his little bride from Mecklenburg. Without too much verifying 
of dates, it is certain that all this was happening before Dr. 
Ihiestley was thirty years of age, and that of none of it is there* 
tho faintest mention in the account he has drawn up of his own 
childhood, youth and young manhood, though he was himself destined 
to be one of the principal illustrations of the Georgian era. For 
anything which appears to the contrary, he and his friends miglit 
hfive dwelt in some far serene planet whose inhabitants were wholly 
given up to stud^ and to prayer. The tutors and students of War- 
rington Academy bestowed their whole minds (and very good minds} 
on the classics, the mathematics and metaphysics, and most of all on 
the theological discussions upon freewill and necessity, on tho exact 
attributes of the Logos, and the exact results of the Atonement. 
Keenly alive to tho immortal interests of man, the actual world 
touched them not. Much must be allowed to the absence of news- 
papers, to tho want of easy communication. Tho men of the North 
who did not live with their bottle lived with their book ; but it does 
seem strange that forty years later, when writing or revising his own 
story, Priestley, become in a sense a man of the world, should not 
recall of those exciting times a single letter, a single speech. Still 
stranger perhaps is it to note that though during his last years 
Europe still lay bleeding, he added no word on the great convulsion, 
nor upon the rise of Buonaparte ; except in occasional notices in his 
private letters, he makes no reference to the French Revolution. It 
is impossible to doubt that all its details became gradually known to 
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him, but it is the literal truth that his interests lay “ otherwhere ” 
People now talk of true inwardness — such inwardness as Priestley’s 
was really a recollectedness ” of the most singular kind, and .’t 
largely accounts for the extraordinary personal influence he possessed 
He impressed those about him as a being from another sphere ; ot 
this there are many traces. Yefc his own life was really one of the 
first to be swept into the vortex. When Harry Priestley rushed into 
the great drawing-room at Barr to tell the Galtons that the Bastille 
was down, it meant for the boy and his family flaming destruction 
and exile, and in his own case an early death. It is Marianne Galton , 
Mrs. Schimmelpennick, who tells the anecdote. 

Eeturning to the thread of Priestley’s own life, it was in 1752 that 
he went as a pupil to the Academy at Daventry, where he remained 
for three years under a successor of Dr. Doddridge. The new 
student felt “that peculiar satisfaction with which young persons 
of generous minds usually go through a course of liberal study in the 
society of others engaged in the same pursuits, and free from the cares 
and anxieties which seldom fail to lay hold on them when they come 
out into the world.” 

The endless discussions of theso young persons need not here be 
analysed, though they are most curious and interesting. They are 
accessible in print. In three years Priestley obtained a small appoint- 
ment as minister at Needham Market in Suffolk, and seems to ’have 
been pleased to get it. Ilis congregation numbered about one 
hundred, and the salary did not even amount to the now classical 
forty pounds a year. The young man lived very meagrely. Ilis rich 
aunt, Mrs. Keighley had been displeased at his theological opinions, 
and she had taken a deformed niece into her charge who ultimately 
inherited all she had to bequeath. His aunt had always assured him 
that she would leave him independent of his profession, but he was 
“ satisfied that she was no longer able to perform her promise ” and 
freely consented to the money being left to his deformed cousin. 
Ilis aunt finally bequeathed him a silver tankard, and he remarks, 
She had spared no expense in my education, and that was doing 
more for me than giving me an estate.” 

Jn 1758 he left Needham, going to London by sea to save expense, 
and from thence to Nantwich in Cheshire, where he had an offer 
from a congregation, and where he opened a school for about thirty 
boys witli a separate room for half a dozen young ladies. Priestley 
at all times gave his best mind to the teaching of girls, and shows 
by many incidental words that he held women in as high mental 
and moral estimation as men ; and he does this quite simply, and 
with no idea of propounding a theory or combating a prejudice. The 
profits of the school now enabled him to buy a few books, and also 
some philosophical instruments, with which he used to instruct and 
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amuse his boys. He tells us that he had no leisure to make any 
experiments till many years later. A portrait of him at this period 
of his life shows a slender, intelligent young minister in wig, gown, 
and bands. At Nantwich he learned to play the flute, and makes the 
odd observation that he would “ recommend the knowledge and 
practice of music to all studious persons, and it will be the better for 
them if, like myself, they should have no very fine ear or exquisite 
taste, as by this means they will be more easily pleased and be less 
apt to be offended when the performances they hear are but 
indifferent.^’ 

In 1761 ho moved to Warrington, where he succeeded the famous 
Dr. Aikin as tutor in the learned languages at the Academy. 

But as I told the persons who brought me the invitation, I should 
have preferred the office of teaching the mathematics and natural 
philosophy, for which I had at that time a great predilection.’’ Here 
he remained six years, and in the second year became a married man, 
his wife being sister to one of his pupils, William Wilkinson, and 
daughter of a wealthy Welsh ironmaster. This is how he writes 
about her many years later ; there is no want of feeling in the sim- 
plicity of the style, our great-grandparents did not wear their hearts 
upon their sleeves : 

‘‘This proved a very suitable and happy connection, my wife being a 
woinan of an excellent understanding much improved by reading, of great 
fortitude and strength of mind, and of a temper in the highest degree 
allectionate and generous, feeling strongly for others and little for heilelf. 
Also excelling in everything relating to household affairs, she entirely 
relieved me of all concern of that kind, which allowed me to give all my time 
to the prosecution of my studies.^' 

It is a tradition in the family that Mrs. Priestley once sent her 
famous husband . to market with a largo basket and that he so 
acquitted himself that she never sent him again ! Mrs. Priestley 
was extremely intelligent and original. Lord Shelburne once found 
her sitting on the top of a pair of steps, clad in a great apron, and 
vigorously pasting on a new wall-paper. She received him with 
calm composure. There is a good portrait of her as an elderly lady in 
a cap, curving her hand round her ear to assist her hearing. She 
must have herself insisted upon being painted in this unusual 
attitude. She looks like a person of excellent understanding whose 
mind had been much improved by reading. 

Priestley now managed to spend every year a month in Lon^)u. 
He gradually became more and more interested in natural science, 
made noteworthy experiments in the great beer-vats of a brewery at 
Leeds, became intimately acquainted with Benjamin Pranklin, and in 
constant communication with the members of the Royal Society, went 
to Paris with Lord Shelburne, and very nearly went round the world with 
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Captain Cook. Into the details of that fruitful period of five-and-twenty 
years it is needless to enter. It is open to all who care to read about 
it. His letters and those of his scientific friends are touched by an 
imaginative light of intellectual dawn. Franklin and Wedgwood, 
James Watt and the elder Darwin, felt a breeze as from a mountain- 
top. Not for them was Nature pessimistic in her conclusions. 
They did not anticipate that a perfected telescope would only serve 
to bring us within range of the ravening tyrants of the Star ! They 
were haunted by . no visions of a dying sun and a cooling earth. 
Most of them saw God in clouds and heard Him in the wind ; and 
even those wlio were touched by intellectual atheism conceived of 
Nature as a boundless realm of progressive wealth, conducive to tho 
use and happiness of man. 

Priestley was made Doctor of Laws by the University of 
Sdinburgli and a member of tho Iloyal Society by the agency of 
Franklin. lie tells us this in four lines, and goes on to write six 
close pages on Scriptund matters as discussed by his colleagues, the 
tutors and ministers of Warrington. During several years he and 
his wife had to practise the most laborious economy in order to feed 
and educate their four children. It would be curious to learn what 
were the necessaries and what the luxuries of life in Yorkshire a hundred 
and twenty-five years ago. Whatdid meatcost, and was it eaten every day? 
What was the price of textile fabrics, and what was paid in wages ? 
All who know tho details of a minister’s house even in the first half 
o^this century can keenly realise how very hard it was to have 
everything sacked, torn, and burnt in the Birmingham Riots. 

When these occurrinl Priestley had been settled eleven years in the 
town as minister, and very happy years they had proved. His house, 
Fair Hill, was really in the country, but was then within an easy 
walk of the central streets. Dotted about were the wealthy abodes of 
prosperous merchants and manufacturers, and here he found “ good 
workmen ” to make his instruments, and “ the society of persons 
eminent for their knowledge of chemistry.” Here he met the Lunar 
Society, which dined togethiT every month at the full of the moon, 
and numbered James Watt, Matthew Boulton, Erasmus Darwin, and 
Mr. Galton among its members. All this happy activity, this 
peaceful and refined centre of human life, was swept away in four 
cruel days, and never reconstituted. 

.In the first fortnight of July 1791 a number of Birmingham 
gentlemen had planned to dine together at an hotel to commemorate 
the destruction of the Bastille two years previously. At that time 
tho coming horrors of the Revolution were undreamt of. The French 
royal family were at the Tuileries, and not a single head had fallen 
beneath the guillotine. The mild men who wished to dine together 
in the full light of a blazing afternoon in July, had no wish for any- 
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thing but the highest good of their kind, and Dr. Priestley meeting 
Mr. Berrington, the well-known Catholic priest, at tea on Wednesday 
the ()th, asked him and their host, Mr. William Hutton, to join the 
banquet. But Mr. Berrington was more acute than the Doctor, and 
replied, “ No ; we Catholics stand better with Government than you 
Dissenters, and we will not make common cause with you.^’ On 
Monday the 11th the dinner was advertised in a local newspaper, 
and — sinister portent — immediately under that advertisement \vas 

another, informing the public that the names of the gentlemen who 
should dine at the hotel on Thursday would be published, price one 
halfpenny. This seemed a signal for mischief, but mischief was 
unknown in Birmingham, and no ono regarded it.^’ So wrote Miss 
Catherine Hutton in a letter dated the following week. She adds 
that her brother Thomas told her on Tuesday the 12th that “ a riot 
was expected on Thursday, but so little was I interested by the 
intelligence that it left no impression on my mind. 'J^he word ‘ riot,' 
since so dreadful, contained no other idea than that of verbal abuse.” 

The dinner took place. A mob assembled and broke the windows,, 
hissing and groaning, but the J liberal gentlemen did not a^^parently 
think much of this, and several of them went and took tea at a 
friend’s house in town. ^Fhis was literally noted as occurring at five 
o'clock, and it happens that their conversation has been recorded in 
a private letter, since privately printed. Dr. Priestley, however, was 
not with them at dinner or at tea. He had been persuaded by a wary 
friend to stay away. Tlio lively, bright girl, Miss Mary li.} who 
wrote the most vivid of all the accounts which have come down to us, 
went that afternoon to Fair Hill, and found Mrs, Priestley preparing 
to walk into Birmingham. To tlie rumours of window-broakiug, told 
her by her young friend, she replied with characteristic decision, 
‘‘Nonsense, my dear,’' or words 1o that effect. The two set out 
together and walked back into the town, the distance of a mile, wliere 
they found the gentlemen still at tea. They were all friends, and 
mostly relatives by blood or marriage — the older Birmingham families 
forming a sort of local mercantile aristocracy, full of culture and 
public spirit. After the ladies had returned each to their homes, 
Miss Mary R. went to look at a new conservatory which her father 
had just built for his daughters. It was quite empty, but the 
gardener had prepared the mould, and had purchased a number of 
plants which the youug people meant to set early the next morning. 

The flowers were never planted. The conservatory remains as “ the 
baseless fabric of a vision.” When the twilight darkened, the young 
ladies stood upon their father s lawn watching the double glow where 
the Old and New Meeting Houses were in flames. Then Mr. Samuel 
Ryland, whose daughter was engaged to marry Joseph Priestley the 
younger, got “ a chaise” and hurried off to Fair Hill, lie liad been 
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warned by ‘‘ a very Liberal ChnrchmaD, Mr. Vale/* who had heard 
mischief intended, and begged him to take Dr. Priestley away, as 
he was fearful his life was in danger.’* Mr. Ryland found the Doctor, 
who had not been into Birmingham at all, “ playing at backgammon 
with his wife, and when informed his meeting was on fire could 
scarcely believe it, and refused to leave home.** Probably Mrs. 
Priestley also said she would not go, abandoning her pleasant orderly 
rooms, her hundred and one simple treasures, her china, her linen, her 
books, the house where her children had grown up. However, he and 
Mrs. Priestley were persuaded to get into the carriage ** and leave the 
house to his servants and a few young men who had arrived mean- 
while with the intelligence of the riot. These young men, members 
of the congregation, had begged hard to be allowed to defend Fair 
Hill. But Dr. Priestley absolutely forbade them to strike a blow. 
He told them that a minister of the gospel must not risk bloodshed 
even in lawful defence of his worldly goods, and he passed out of the 
house, leaving behind him his library, his costly and beautiful philo- 
sophical instruments, his treasured manuscripts, the notes of five and 
twenty years of scientific labour. 

When the chaise with Dr. and Mrs. Priestley had rolled away, the 
servants extinguished every fire, the blinds were drawn down, and in 
the darkened rooms began that vigil by Mr. Hill which his one sur- 
viving son, Mr. Frederick Hill, has lately recounted in such moving 
terms. For half an hour the young man watched and waited ; then- 
came the tramp of the mob. The rest is matter of oft- repeated history. 
The ringleaders procured a light from the nearest public-house and 
set fire to the laboratory and the library. Of all the property in that 
dwelling an official inventory was afterwards compiled, a copy of 
which was made for Mr. Timmins, the well-known local historian and 
antiquary, a hundred years later. The original document is a folio 
book of sixty-five pages, in which the most minute details are giyen,. 
and the value of each entry given by sworn valuers, surveyors for the 
building, auctioneers for the furniture, and booksellers for the books. 
All these are very curious and interesting as records of the interior of 
a substantial house one hundred years ago, and valuable as a register of 
the prices of household furniture. It has been partially reproduced in 
Dr. Carrington Bolton’s interesting volume of Priestley’s scientific cor- 
respondence, privately printed in New York. In addition to the splendid 
apparatus given to the Doctor partly by Lord Shelburne, partly by 
Wedgwood and other friends, are noted a large silver medallion of 
Sir Isaac Newton, and another in Wedgwood ware, two “ five-guinea 
notes ** in pocket books, a Magellan timepiece, three black Wedg- 
wood inkstands, a large mahogany lathe, sixty pounds worth of lenses,, 
and other optical instruments, including a large camera obscura. Of 
“ chemical substances ’* there were six or seven hundred, liquid and 



JOSEPH PRIESTLEY IN DOMESTIC LIFE. r>77 


solid, of which no account can be given, many of them the results of 
expensive processes. 

About three years later a similar inventory was taken of the appa- 
ratus of the French chemist, Lavoisier, guillotined in May 1794. 

Fair Hill remained a mere shell, of which small pictures were made 
and published. Of the actual burning a strange record exists. An 
artist of the name of Exted, a “ pupil of Hogarth,” made an elaborate 
painting in oils, sketched upon the spot. “ This picture represents 
the mob, with the banner inscribed ‘ Church and King,’ in the very 
act of destroying Dr. Priestley’s house; chairs, globes, bottles, 
apparatus, a wig, slippers, window-frames, books and pamphlets, a 
telescope, a bed-post, lying on the ground or falling from a window. 
The more sober part of the rioters, both in the house and in the 
garden, in the most various attitudes, the drunken one stretched out 
at length. Several of the faces are portraits ; among them the, town- 
crier with his public bell, a demon who attended on the occasion to 
incite the mob.” This description is from a private letter. It is 
my impression that the secret history of the Birmingham Riots hao 
never been unearthed, and now never will be known. Political passion 
has subsided; Churchmen and Dissenters have changed their lines of 
thought ; the New Meeting has become a Roman Catholic chapel, and 
Dr. Priestley’s congregation meets in a fine building called the Church 
of the Messiah, and a son of Sarah S. became the much respected Mayor 
and most prominent citizen of the metropolis of the Midlands. 

Of the destruction of many other houses, far wealthier than that of 
Priestley, sad stories remain, notably the ruin of William Hutton’s two 
dwellings ; while Dr. Priestley’s journey to London, his sojournat Hackney, 
and final emigration to America are matters of history. But, on examin- 
ing the documents, some unpublished, others printed in old-fashioned 
magazines, from whence they have never emerged, I am deeply im- 
pressed with the struggle it cost him to cross the Atlantic, and the 
changed life to which he submitted. The younger men of the congre- 
gation, including his own sons, believed in the possibility of a successful 
settlement across the ocean. But, as happened in the case of Winthrop, ^ 
a hundred and sixty years earlier, the hand of death lay heavy on the 
exiles. The first to go was Henry JViestley, a delicate young man 
brought up for a learned profession. Ho flung himself into a farmer’s 
life, caught ague, and then fever, from exposure in the unwonted 
climate, and died in 1795. His valiant mother survived him just 
nine months. The New House, now known as the Priestley House, 
and kept up by Government, was partly planned by her, the notable 
housewife who for thirty-four years had spared her husband every prac- 
tical care. She did not live to inhabit it. Priestley’s habitual submission 
carried »him over a time of deep depression, which he pathetic^ly 
tries in his letters to conceal. Over them, though some of them have 
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been prioted from a collection at Warrington, I draw a veil. Under 
the deep self-control and reserve of his Presbyterian nurture was 
hidden a soul sensitively alive to affection, and an intellect instinct 
with genius. Among moniiie had one dear friend, with whom he 
continued to correspond. The following letter, hitherto unpublished, 
ends with sad suppressed yearning. It reached its destination, 
travelling from the backwoods of Pennsylvania to the Strand, and 
lies before me now : ♦ 

“Noirnir^viBKliLAND, Aprils, 1802. 

** To the Ilev. W. Lindsey, Essex Street, London. 

“ Deah Fuiexi), --! have at lengtli, wiili great satisfaction, received a box 
of books from Mr. Jolinson, though by no means all that 1 wrote for long 
ago. In it 1 was disappointed not to find either Mr. Lelshain’s ‘ Lectures,’ 
or his (brother’s) fifth and sixth v'ohinios. Put my son, being at Pliiladeljdiia 
when the box arrived, purchased those books for me. ’llie history, being 
more immediately interesting, I read first, and also the ‘ Answer to Mr. 
Marsh,’ and I admire tliem as much as, from your account of them, I expected 
to do. I am, however, a.stonishod at the freedom with which he writes. 
Nothing of the kind would have passed unnoticed here during Mr. Adam’s 
, administration. 1 long to see anothei- volume, which 1 imagine will bring 
the history* down to the general peace*. I .seo rofeiences to his history in 
quai’to. Is this materially dillorent from that in octavo ? 

“I have made some progress in r<‘ading Mr. Pelsham’s ‘Lectures,’ and 
admire their clearness and coinprehensivene.vs, 1’hnt any work of this kind 
should be inviting to the goriciality of readers earniot be expected, especially 
as there is nothing of controversy to stimulate. It will, however, 1 doubt 
not, he long a standard work on the subject. 

, “Please to call on Mr. Philips, and lluink him in my name for the many 
curious and valuable articles which he has sent me in this parcel. 

“ I sent Mr. Nicholson two articles for his Jo^irnal, with a P.S. to one of 
them in a letter to you. Has lie received them ? J liope JNlr. Moi’gaii has 
received the letter 1 wrote him. Hr. Wooilhouse, Professor of Chemistry 
here, is going to make a lour of part of Europe. J gave him a letter of 
introduction to you, and sent after him, directed to you, one to Sir Jose})!! 
Eanks, who, I hope, will receive him with civility. 

“ Warned by the impaired state of my healtli (though I am not without 
hopes of a restoration) that what I do 1 must tlo quickly, I liave begun to 
print the ‘ Continuation of my Church History.’ We have printed two 
sheets, and I am promised three in a week. Four volumes will complete 
the whole. As I liave liardly any other source of expense 1 hope that, if 
Mr. Wilkinson continues his allowance, I shall be able to finish this with 
little or no assistance, but if 1 receive any it will ho welcome. No person 
has been more liberal in his promises to aid mo in works of this kind than 
Mr, liussell, hut his aftairs have been in such a state that he has not been 
able. I think to write to him on the subject. He shall have copies for all 
that he may advance. 

“I have just received a very interesting letter from Mr. J. Stone, giving 
me an account of the stato of icligion in France and in Germany, wheio 
Unitarianism has already gained great ground, and has been the means of 
putting a stop to the spread of infidelity. He was intimate with Mr. de la 
Harpe, the tutor of the Emperor Alexander of Kussia, and from his letters 
I liave formed great expectations from him. He is the fi^iend of liberty, 
and in this promises to bo a truly patriot prince. Mr. Stone urges me much 
to go to Pari.«. But any removal is now out of the question. I must be 
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thinking of my last, and I am thankful that I see no great cause to bo 
anxious about it. I have lived in good health to the usual term of human 
life, and hope I have done some good in it, though I am sensible I might 
have done more. I am particularly thankful iliat you have ‘been so long 
preserved to me and to the world. Whatlbuld 1 have done without you ? 
and this in many respects. I can only wish that we may derive the same 
advantage from our intercourse in another state, and the nearer I approach 
to it the more 1 think of it. I low dark and gloomy must be the prospects 
of unbelievers in the same circumstances ! 

“ We have had an uncommonly mild winter, such as no person here 
remembers, and the papers say that you have had a severe one, and that 
the dearness of provision continues. On tlie whole, I think a situation in 
this country more truly eligible than in any other country in the world. 
We have peace and plenty, and everything in a state of unexampled 
improvement. L may add that this very place appeals to me to be on the 
whole more eligible than any other that I have seen or hoard of. 

Yours and Mrs. Lindsey s most attectionately, 

“ J . PlllESTLFY.” 

Priestley survived his wife’s death eight years, and found a measure 
of restored happiness in the children of his eldest son. No murmur 
ever crossed his lips. He worked on to the very last, correcting 
proofs of his “ Notes on Isaiah ” two days before he died, and, having 
examined the Greek and Hebrew quotations, and finding them right, 
he said he was satisfied we should finish the work very well.’’ On 
the morning of his death, February 6, ISOI, he dictated an alteration 
in a pamphlet; his son read it over to him, and he said; “That is 
right, and I have now done.” He had previously offered grateful 
thanks to .the Almighty for giving him a painless death among his 
children; and jiutting his hand before his face, so that those watching 
him could not tell the exact moment, he passed away in deep and 
conscious communion with his God. 


IlEssiE Ravneii Belloc. 



THE ENGLISH VERSION OF THE LORD’S 

PRAYER. 


I S the English version of the Lord’s Prayer a faithful representation 
of the original as recorded in St. Matthew ? This question, 
touching as it does the essence and most sacred part of the Gospel, 
has been so often discussed — in some cases also by Biblical scholars 
of the first eminence — ^that it may appear now rather assuming if 
some one, like the present writer, comes before the public and claims 
to have something new to say. I duly realise the justice of such 
scepticism, but beg leave to state at once that my casq is rather 
difierent from that of previous critics, inasmuch as my native language 
is Greek, and I have spent my life in studying that language, not only 
in its classical phase but also, and more particularly, in its post-classical 
and modern stages. I may also add as pertinent to the subject that 
I have only lately become acquainted with the English version of the 
Lord’s Prayer, though my proficiency in the English language is of 
no recent date. These circumstances at once put me obviously in a 
difierent position from my English predecessors, in that I am not pre- 
possessed by an interpretation which has become habitual and stereo- 
typed in both my mind and belief, but have received, and that in mature 
age, the first impressions naturally produced by an English version. It 
is these impressions that I beg leave to communicate to my readers. 

But before I enter upon the discussion of those points on which I 
believe I have something new to say, it will be expedient to refresh 
the memory of my reader by promising a few historical remarks 
bearing directly on the subject. And, first of all, it is necessary to 
say a few words on the language of the New Testament, that is, on 
its' relation to both pre^ous or classical, and subsequent or Christian 
Greek. For obvious reasons 1 shall not go into details. I simply wish 
to point out a factor which seems to have been hitherto lost sight of. 
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As is generally known, New Testament Greek is a sort of popular 
Greek which at the time of Jesus was current in Asia Minor and 
Egypt as an international language. Both the time and place referred 
to show enough that New Testament ftreek is different from what 
we are wont to call damcal Greek. And it is different, not only on 
account of its having been written at a different period and in a 
different place, but more particularly because it was intended as a 
popular instrument, and so approached the vernacular speech. Hence 
while classical literature, as well as its subsequent imitations— 
styled as Atticist — represent the artistic form of the language, New 
Testament Greek reflects more or less the popular speech. Again, 
classical writers and their subsequent imitators (Atticists) were repre- 
sentatives of Hellenic culture, whereas the New Testament writers T^ere 
the exponents of a new doctrine, and entertained no tender sympathy 
with classical culture and language. Hence there is a signal con- 
trast between New Testament Greek and classical Greek, and this 
contrast is more marked than that existing between the New Testament 
language and Byzantine Greek. In point of fact, New^ Testament 
Greek, though separated from classical antiquity only by a couple of 
centuries, is much less similar to it than it is to Byzantine, nay, in 
many respects even to modern Greek. In these circumstances, a 
comparison between classical and Biblical Greek, or a study of New 
Testament Greek on the bases of classical Greek, is not only one-sided 
and inadecpiate, but also mistaken in principle. I lay particular stress 
on this point, because its oversight has led to many and often grave 
errors. 

With the propagation of the Gospel to foreign countries where its 
original language was not at home, the necessity naturally soon arose 
for translations. One of these, presumably the earliest, was the so- 
called Old Latin version. It was probably originated in North Africa, 
where the Church seems to have been Latin-speaking from the first, and 
was current towards the end of tho second century. Turning over to 
Europe, we find that the Old Latin was soon superseded by another 
Latin version, called the Italkf. ; it is this Latin version which was 
afterwards cursorily revised by Eusebius Hieronymus, better known as 
St. Jerome, and called the Vnhjata, that is, the current Latin text. 
In process of time, however, the Vulgate version was corrupted by 
intermixture with other Latin versions, and the discordance among the 
copies current finally led Pope Sixtus V. to promulgate a revised text 
in the year 1590. This revision, however, was objected to, and three 
years later, Clement VIII. replaced it by the present standard edition, 
current among Eoman Catholics, and called the Clementine Vulgate. 

I have deemed essential these historical remarks on the Latin 
version, or Vulgate, because, to use Bishop Westcott’s authoritative 
account, 
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“ for many centuries it was the only Bible generally used, and directly or 
indirectly it is the real parent of all vernacular versions of Westerly Europe. 
. . . With England it has a peculiarly close connection : the earliest (lost) 

translations were made from it ; and the most important monument of its 
inlluence is the groat English version of Wyclif ( I -1 ;584) which is a 

literal rendering of the current V ulgato tt'xt Of others that of Luther 

was the most important, and in this the Vulgate had great weight, though 
it was made with such use of the originals as was possible. From Luther 
the influence of the Latin Vulgate passed to our own Authorised 
Version.” 

As to the recent or Revised Version, every one knows that it has not 
essentially departed visibly from the Authorised Version, and that the 
slight changes in it are rather of the nature of a textual recension than 
a cprrecter interpretation. 

Thus far we see that all European and other vernacular versions of 
the New Testament are founded, directly or indirectly, on the Vulgate, 
which, in its turn, is again a translation from the Greek. Now mark 
here that we have no responsible authority for the original V ulgate ; 
that St. Jerome’s work consisted merely in a cursory revision of 
some current Latin copy ; and that the knowledge of New Testa- 
ment Greek possessed by all translators, whether ancient or modern, 
consisted in their familiarity with a dozen classical writers, that is, 
with a language essentially different in both diction and spirit from 
the New Testament Greek. It is for these reasons, too, that all 
grammatical treatises hitherto written on Biblical Greek are a mere 
rehearsal of classical Grei'k. Every Biblical expression has been 
measured by the standard of classical Attic. The error is also pardon- 
able, at least as regards mediasval versions, because in those times 
Greek was considered as an extinct and mysterious language, and any 
Greek text met with was dismissed with the set phrase, Graca simty 
non leguntnr. 

Another point of cardinal importance for the interpretation of the 
New Testament is the time and circumstances in which it originated. 
The Jews had lost their political liberty, and entertained no hope of 
recovering it, in view of the mightiness of their mistress Rome. In 
this juncture of political disappointment and moral depression, Jesus 
appeared on the scene, not as a political speculator or demagogue, 
but as the Messiah, the providential fulfillcr of the Old Testament. 
And in order to accomplish the work of His divine mission, He took 
care to dissociate Himself from any political goal ; for Ho knew too 
well that in so doing He would gain the confidence of His countrymen 
and at the same time secure the toleration of the Roman Government. 
Hence, shunning carefully all political phraseology which might com- 
promise Him, He never speaks of a Idng or Hufjdom, but of a lord and 
his lordship (dominion, sway). I deliberately make this assertion, 
because the titles, hing and kingdom^ put into His mouth, are based, 
as we shall presently see, on a misinterpretation of the original. 
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Having thus chosen the opportune moment for His divine mission, 
and. secured the toleration, or rather indifference, of the Eoman 
authorities, Jesus selected also that mode of propagating His supreme 
doctrine which best suited the time and circumstances, that is, the 
intellectual condition and culture of the Jewish people. Hence He 
adopted the method of graphic narrative by means of concrete and 
palatable illustration. Taking all circumstances into consideration, it 
would be impossible to devise a mode of teaching better fitted to 
engage the attention, to appeal to the taste, to interest the feelings, and 
to impress effectively the mind of His audience. It is by this method 
of graphic illustration that He drew multitudes who otherwise would 
not have listened to truth conveyed in the form of abstract propositions. 
This engaging mode of teacliing, moreover, was familiar to the Jews 
through the writings of their prophets, so that they, like all Oriental 
nations, listened with visible pleasure to doctrines wrapped in the 
veil of simple narrative and allegory, 'l^his plain fact accounts, too, 
for the unusual frequency of parables and stories in the Synoptic 
Gospels. (Of. Kitto, ‘‘ Encycl. of Biblical Literature,'* iii. p. 11 2\) * 

As to the principles of Christ’s teaching I need. not say a word, 
since they breathe through the whole New Testament. What is 
essential to emphasise here is the concrete and graphic form alluded 
to. There are two mighty powers depicted as two spiritual figures. 
One represents the principle of good, and the other the principle of 
evil. The former is the Supreme Being ; it is God who has sent 
(.Uirist to “ save Ilis people from their sins ” (Matt. i. 21). He 
dwells in heaven, and has angels as attendants and messengers. 
The other, the principle of evil, is His adversary, Satan ; he rules 
over this world (John xii. 31, xiv. 30, xvi. 11), assisted by a 
host of evil and unclean spirits or demons in the execution of his 
evil work, which consists in laying snares for man, and tempting him 
to sin, so as to cause his perdition. Jesus Himself very frequently 
alludes to this personified evil by various more or less euphemistic 
names, such as Sat mi (cruTavatj adversary), the iricked or ecil one 
(o TToi'ij^xIc), the chief of spiritfi (o Satfiioviiov), the foe 

(o Bcehdbah (BetA^tjl3oi;A), the rtilcr ^ of this world 

(o apyiov Tou Kod/Liov TovTovf Other appellations of Satan used 
by the Apostles are the opijonent (o avTiKclfimn:), the accuser 
(o Knrtiyijjp), the old seiywnt (o o(pi(j o apyjLtio':), the hi// dragoon 
(o Spaicojv o piyaej), the god of the present times (o Otoe tou cci^voc 
Tourou), the tempter (o Trte/rw^oiu). lie is conceived throughout as 
a personified spirit with spiritual influence, and his sole mission and 
action are directed towards defying the will of God by counteracting the 
Messiah, whom he does not even shrink from tempting. We have thus 
before us a graphic representation of two mighty allegoric figures 
engaged in a spiritual struggle, one to save and the other to destroy 
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mankind, with the approaching outcome that Light will prevail over 
Darkness. 

I have dwelt on these general considerations, not only on account 
of their intrinsic importance for the study of the Bible; but because 
they indicate the right method of its interpretation. The language 
of the ^ New Testament being distinguished from all previous and 
most subsequent compositions by its sublime simplicity of both spirit 
and diction, it is manifest that the simplest interpretation is also the 
truest. All theological speculations and philosophical abstractions 
foisted into it are later accretions originating in patristic and 
dogmatic theology, and to seek to discover such subtleties in the 
language of the Gospel is tantamount to an attempt to interpret the 
Homeric poems by means of Platonic or Aristotelian philosophy. 

From these general observations I pass over to my particular 
subject, the Lord^s Prayer. And in order to grasp its spirit fully, I 
beg my reader to leave for a moment the turmoil of our present social 
surroundings, and to transfer himself to the remote time and place 
associated with the Gospel. Let us imagine ourselves transferred to 
Palestine, and, staff’ in hand, amidst rural associations of Oriental life, 
follow the route indicated by the wanderings of Jesus. We shall at 
length arrive at an elevated out-of-the-way place, called the Mount, 
where Jesus has retired from the crowd in order to instruct llis 
apostles in the code of true Christian duty before sending them out 
to preach. One of His holy precepts is how and for what to pray : 
not ostentatiously, and In vain repetitions like the hypocrites and 
Gentiles, but privately and quietly ; not for treasures, and food, or 
the like, nor for to-morrow, for all these earthly goods are ephemeral, 
but for salvation from the adversary ; in short, for the absolute 
establishment of God’s dominion in this world disputed by the great 
enemy. And let the manner after which yon must pray. He says, be this : 

1. Our Father which art in heaven, hallowed he thu name ; that is, 
as in heaven by the angels, so on earth by mankind. No further 
comment is necessary here, since the current interpretation is an 
adequate rendering of the original, Tran/j iifnov o touj oupavoii’, ayia~ 
trOyTCj TO ovofia (tov. I only call attention to the stress contained 
in the phrase, ‘‘ which art in heaven,^’ for it suggests a contradistinc- 
tion to the lord of this world, afterwards specified so on earth ”). 

2. Thy hingdom j^ome. This clause but vaguely renders the original 
iXOiroj 71 fiamXela aov. For hingdum is nothing but a trans- 
lation of the Latin regnum, a term for the two classical expressions 
fiatriXfioi/ and (iaaiXtia, In the case, however, of New Testa- 
ment Greek, in particular that of the Synoptics, it must b© 
remembered that ftaaiXeia supplies the abstract noun, not so much 
of (iaaiXivg, king, as of Kvpiocj lord; for the latter, though very 
common, has no corresponding abstract of its own {jcvpla or KvpioTrig 
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is hardly used), but borrows it from jSatrtXtit,*. In other words, 
fiafftXsla is, in New Testament Greek, the abstract noun more of 
Kvpio^ than of fiamXsvg. Now, speaking of the language used by 
Jesus in particular, as in the present case, we must remember that 
He employs, n'either for Himself nor for His and our Father, the title 
of hing ((iamXeinf),* because such a title would have exposed Him in 
the eyes of the Jewish people and compromised Him with the Roman 
authorities. He even explicitly disclaims the title of King (Luke 
xxiii. 2—3, John xviii. 33-36). When He refers to Himself, or to 
our Father, He uses the term KVfnoij^ lord^ master j whereas for the 
abstract notion of this expression He invariably says jSamAf/a, that 
is, lordship^ dominion. Had He wished to express the idea of 

kingdom, He could have easily resorted to the then current term 
jSatTiXeiov, which is still the only designation in modern Greek. 
This, however. He avoided for the above reasons. The correlative 
terms then used are Kvpiot:, dominus, lord, master y and fiafrtXela, 
dominium, lordship, sway, supremacy, not “ kingdom.” Hence the 
exact meaning of iXOcrto ij [iaaiXila (tov is “ Thy dominion come,”* 
that is. Thy sway be extended from heaven to this world (now ruled 
over by the adversary), db as to extirpate wickedness, 

3. Thy will he done, as in heatmi, so on earth. This version is, though 
admissible, a misleading interpretation of ytvrjOijroj to OeXiipa <tou 
iif oitpavip Kal Itti (r5)c) 7»ic* For whether we take the word 
“ will,^^ in its archaic sense of “volition/^ or in its wider usage 
of “ wish,” pleasure,” and the like, it does not, in either acceptation, 
render the meaning of the Greek BeXripa, which signifies the result 
or effect of the will, that is to SeSoyptvov, what one has determined, 
a faced purpose. It is, moreover, opposed to the spirit of the Gospel, 
which represents God not as merely “ willing ” but determined 
to redeem the world. The English interpretation is doubtless 
due to the Latin term voluntas, as well as to the classical verb 
G)BhXi»>. But BkXr^pa is a popular term peculiar to post-classical 
(Hellenistic) and modern Greek, and serves as a substitute for 
the classical jiovXri, ^ovXtvpa, Siayvomaj, detiwmination, decision. 
That this is the case may be corroborated by the following 
circumstances. (1) OiXtjpa is still very common in modern Greek, 
principally in the above sense of “ fixed purpose,” “ direction,” 
“ order ; (2) since post-classical times the proper terms previously 

used for “purpose,” “determination” have become extinct, and there is 
no other substitute for such a common notion, except OeXt^pa ; (3) the 
office of “ will in the sense of “ volition,” which is dispensable, 
is performed in Hellenistic and Christian Greek, by (iovXi), OeXricTig; 

* Only once it is put into His mouth (Matt. xxv. 34, 40), but even then the question 
is expressly about His second coming. On the other hand, the Synoptic Gospels 
apijly t^God and Jesus the term Ki^ptos over 150 times, patriXtla nearly 120 times, 
while Kupki or Kvpt6Tris does not occur at all. 

VOL. LXVI. 2 Q 
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(4) the term OiXrtfia frequently stands in the plural, a usage incom- 
patible with the English “ will ; ” (5) combinations like the following 
are impossible in English if we take OiXrjfia to mean “ will : kutu 
T rjv ivSoKiav tov 0£X>)juaroc (Eph. i. 5) according to his gracious 
determination (not according to the good pleasure of his will ” which 
is a tautology), and icara ti)v fiovXriv rov OtXiijLiaTOi; _avTov\ibidew)^ 
“ according to the purport of his determination” (not “ after the 
counsel of his will,” since counsel of the will is incomprehensible), 
&c. ; (6) the verb QeXw, the parent and parallel companion of OiXtijna, 
which is very common in all stages of Greek, has appropriated, 
already since post- classical times, the office and meaning of the classical 
(Sia)yiyvuKTKa}, Sokh jLioi, I “ resolve/’ “ determine.” Hence the trans- 
lation of ObXu) by the English “ I will,” as now used, often perverts 
the sense.* 

4. Give us this day our daily bread or ‘‘ our bread for the coming day,” 
is the current translation of the Greek tov af)rov I'lfuov tov iTriovmov 
Sue ar//if|Oov, or rather of the Old Latin version pamm nostruiv 
qiLotidiari^tm da nobis hodie. This petitional sentence has called forth 
many disquisitions among Biblical and classical scholars on account of 
the word tmovaiocy which appears here for the first time in the 
Greek language. As there was no classical guide except etymolo- 
gical and theoretical speculation, much erudition lias been displayed 
or rather wasted, because the cardinal point has been lost sight of, 
viz., that the leading characteristic of the Gospel is its eminent sim- 
plicity, and therefore calls for a simple interpretation. That Jesus 
or His recorder St. ^Matthew (also Luke xi. 3) in coining the term 
iiriovaioi; had in his mind no etymological or grammatical subtleties 
is too manifest to be dwelt upon. On the other hand, all English 
versions I have seen — our daily bread, our bread of the coming day, 
our bread of or for the day — are foreign both to the spirit and 
language of the New Testament. Eor in the first place it is incon- 
sistent to pray this day for the bread of every day to come or even 
for the bread of to-morrow. This is furthermore expressly and 
repeatedly deprecated by Jesus Himself in the very same sermon, 
(vi. 25 seq.), Therefore I say unto you trouble not your spirit about 
what ye shall eat or what ye shall drink, nor your body about what 
ye shall put on ; is not the spirit more than food, and the body more 

* As an illustration I may take Matt. xvi. 24, 6y yiep eiXrj ti]v yj/vx^v airod cwcai 
diroKi(T€i aOrriVy which means simply “wliosocver purposesy or wmtSy to save his life, 
shall lose it.” This is rendered in the Authorised Version by “ whosoever wiU save his 
life shall lose it,” but this translation now implies a mere futurity and contradiction. As 
to the rendering of the Revised Version, “whosoever loovld save his life shall lose it,” it 
introduces a conditional relative construction (optative mood) not only militating 
against the meaning of the original, but utterly unknown to the New Testament writers, 
who never use the optative except in indirect and parenthetical sentences. The same 
error mars Matt. xx. 27 (for “ whosoever to be great ”) ; Jjuke ix. 23 (for “ if any 
man wants to come after me”) ; John vii. 44 (for “ some of them wanted to apprehend 
him ”) ; Markvi. 9 (for “ Herodias had an inward grudge against him and wanted %o kill 
him ”) ; Rom. vii. 15 (it should be ** for not what I wanty this do 1 practice ”), &c. 
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than raiment ? Behold the birds of the sky, that they sow not, 
neither do they reap, mr gather into barns, and your Heavenly Father 

feedeth them Therefore take no care saying, What shall we 

eat, or what shall we' drink, or wherewithal shall we be clothed ? For 
after all these things do the Gentiles seek. For your Heavenly Father 
knoweth that ye have need of all these things. But seek ye first the 
dominion of God and His righteousness, and all these things shall be 
added unto you. Therefore iahe no mrc for to-morroir, for the morrow 
shall take care of itself.” 

As a matter of fact, the qualifying term tTTKwmoij has absolutely 
nothing to do with this or any other coming or past Jag, nor does it 
refer to time at all. Its true meaning has to be sought elsewhere. 
We know that St. Matthew was very familiar with the Septuagint 
version, and that he quotes, or refers to, it constantly. For a similar 
familiarity of Jesus, His frequent reference to the same source speaks.* 
Now the Septuagint several times uses (Ex. xix. 5, Deut. vii. 6, 
xiv. 2, xxvi. 18) a new term, TrefnovcTmcj, in the sense of “ con- 
stituting a property.’^ It is obviously coined from \r{fnov(Tia, 
‘‘ wealth,” ‘‘ abundance,” for the translation of the Hebrew segidUt, 
‘‘acquired property,” “wealth,” “treasure,*^ TrXouroc;, Oritravpotj.f 
It is to this term of earthly goods (irepiovala) that Jesus alludes when 
He says, “ Lay not up for yourselves treasures upon the earth ” (Matt, 
vi. 19), but ask simply for your bread, run aprov ; ask not for bread 
TrepiovfTiou, to be treasured up as wealth (segidla, OormoptU:), but for 

* “ The quotations from tho Old Testament in this [St. Matthew’s] CJospel, whicli 
are very numerous [forty-ciglit in all ag.ain.st twenty-three in St. Mark, twenty- three 
in St Luke and fourteen in St. John -not counting the mere references], are of 
two kinds : those introduced into the narrative to point out the fulfilment of 
})ro]ihecies, &c., and those where, in tin; course of the narrative, the persons 
inf.ioducecl, and especially our I^ord Himself, make use of Old Testament quota- 
tions. Bel. ween these two classes a dilTeronce of treatment is observable. In 
the latter class, where the citation.s occur in discourses, the ixrsion, is 

followed (as iii. 3 ; iv. 4, G, 7, 10 ; xv. 4, S, 0 ; xix, 5, 18 ; xxi. 13, 42 ; xxii. 30, 44 ; xxiii. 39, 
xxiv. 15 ; XX vi. 3i ; xxvii. 4G), eoen where it deviates someichat from the original (as iii. 3, 
xiii. 14) ; or where it ceases to follow the very words, the deviations do not come from 
a closer adherence to the Hebrew Old Testament ; except in two cases (xi. 10 and 
xxvi. 31). The quotations in the narrative, however, do not follow tlie Septuagint, but 
appear to be a translation from the Hebrew text (as i. 23 ; ii. G, 15, 18 ; iv. 15, IG ; viii. 17, 
xii. 18-21 : xiii. 36 ; xxi. 5; xxvii. 0, 10). Thus we have the remarkable phenomenon that, 
whereas the G-ospels agree most exactly in the speeches of persons, and most of all in 
lhos*e of our Lord, the quotations in these speeches are reproduced, not by the closest 
rendering of tho Hel3rew, but from the Sci)tuagint version, although many or most of 
them must have been spoken in* the vernacular Hebrew, and could have had nothing 
to do with the Soptuagint. A mere translator could not have done this. But an 
independqjit writer, using the Greek tongue and wishing to conlorm his narrative to 
the oral teaching of the Apostles, might have used for the (potations the well-known 
Greek Old Testament usetl by his colleagues. There is .an independence in the mode 
of dealing with citations throughout, which is inconsistent with the function of a 
mere translator." — The late Archbishop of Yoik (Dr. William Thomson) in Smith’s 

Dictionary of the Bible,” vol. iii. p. 1834 1». 

t The formation irepio«5o-ios was apparently facilitated by the presence of such words 
ns TrXoi/fftos, eVoiVtos, iOcXoijffLos. Another view is that irepLoutrioi is derived from oMa, 
" substance " on the analogy of ipouciosj cTepwatos^ bfioou.noSf iroiXvoua-ios, But this is a 
fallacy, sinco these terms arc posterior formations due to the very words just referred to — • 
viz., iniobaiosj vepiovffioi. Such a derivation, moreover, would presuppose a familiarity 
of the Septuagint with obaia used at that time as a philosophical term foreign to the 
spirit and language of the Bible. 
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bread tmovaiov, mere bread. Accordingly the term fVeoucTcoc is a new 
formation coined for the purpose, presumably by Jesus Himself (hence 
it is preserved also by Luke), on the analogy of, and as a direct allusion 
and contrast to, irspiovmoi', that is, intended to imply the opposite 
meaning of “ treasure-like,’* “ abundant.” This intended contrast or, 
to use a grammatical term, dissociation, is also emphasised by the 
syntactical position roi^ aprov tov «7rioi)<T£oi^, instead of the more 
common and simpler construction, tov fTriovo’cov apTOv, That tTriovcno^ 
stands in direct allusion to irtpiovaiotj appears also from its abnormal 
form iiriovcnoi:, which otherwise would be tTroutrioc*. 

It may be, of course, objected that all commentators, even the 
earliest, have understood the term eTrioutnotj to mean daily ^ but the 
misconception arose on the one hand from the total absence of this 
navel term from the common as well as from the literary language of 
the time, and on the other from its collocation with the emphatic word 
(TtipEpov, “this day.'" It is this circumstance that gave rise to many 
rather confusing than elucidating commentaries, liut it will be 
remembered that all such learned interpretations originated in a 
period when Biblical research had risen to a philosophical theology. 
That speculative theories of the kind are incompatible with the 
severe simplicity of the Gospel has already been pointed out. 

The .simplest and truest interpretation, therefore, of the passage 
under consideration is : Gire l/tis day our mere (or simple) bread ; 
or, to use a homely phrase, Give us this day our bread and butter.” 

5. And lead vs not into temptation^ but deliver us from the evil one 
(or from evil)^ kuI pi) tlfTivtyKytj ipuu: euj ntipaapov, aWa pvaai iipui: 
airo TOV TTovripov. 1 propose to treat both clauses of this sentence 
together, because they express* much the same idea, one in the 
negative and the other in the affirmative. In point of fact they 
explain each other. It is this close affinity, too, which accounts for 
the omission by St. Luke of the second part, “ but deliver us from 
the evil one.” But before entering into a parallel examination of the 
two clauses, it will be convenient to explain the phrase, “ and lead us 
not into temptation, since in its present form it cannot be well 
reconciled with either the precepts of the Gospel or logic. It is 
impossible, indeed, to conceive (jlod as tempting mankind. This is 
also explicitly denied in St. James’s Epistle (i. 13), “Let no man 
say when he is T:empted, I am tempted by God ; for God ctfnnot be 
tempted with evil, neither tempteth He any man.’^ The incongruity 
of the passage was perceived by the eailiesc commentators, who 
endeavoured to remove it by observing : “ Suffer us not to be led 
into temptation.”* But such comments are out of place ; they are 

* Multi precando ita dicunt : nenos patiaris indiiol in temtationem (St. Augustine 
** DeSerm. Dona.” ed.Migne. t. 34, 1282 ; also in “ Do J)ono Persev.*' 45, 1000 ; so too 
Cyprian, Tertullian, and others). Kai 8?; Kal ixtj rjfias els ireipafffidtf, tovt ian 

/lij idays y/iids i/irreaeTp els TteipaGp.bv, Dionysios of Alexandria (ed. Migne, iO, 1601). 
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due to a misinterpretation of the Greek verb eiVcwyicpc. K post- 
classical and Biblical Greek had been duly studied, it would have 
been known that the active form of the verb was, at Jesus's 
time, rapidly^ gaining ground before the middle form, and that 
accordingly BiffeveyKuv here stands for uaeveyKeffOai, or rather 
HffiveyKaffOai, “ to have one brought or led into,” ‘‘ to cause one to 
come into.” Mark further that the middle form, if actually used, 
would in the present case be ticrc instead of the extant ei(Tevty/cyS, 
It is unnecessary to emphasise here the possibility that the original 
text showed the reading cirrcvc-yicp, and that this form, owing to its 
coincidence and confusion with the third person active, was mistaken 
for a lapms calami of some previous scribe, and thus called forth the 
“ correction ” of tlaeveyKrj to eldevtyKy^. Be that as it may, either 
form must be rendered as if it were actually middle ; “ //ace us not 
brought into.'' It may be also added, by the way, that the whole 
phrase is peculiar to the post-classical mode of thinking ; a classical 
writer would have more probably used the reverse turning, jufi 
tL(mf(yKiri{(^) igiat: TrctgafTjLiov, assuming the term Tnigaagov to be ‘ 
classical, and mean temptation.” 

And now let us return to the parallel examination of the whole 
sentence under consideration. We have here to do with two adversa- 
tive clauses linked by but (aXXa). The nature of the case points to 
an antithesis between two notions of a sentence, all other items being 
assumed as cognate. The notions contrasted are manifestly “ let us 
not come (lead us not) into, but deliver us from ” — say N. There 
is no other reasonable way of expressing an antithesis like the present, 
for we cannot say “ let us not coiUe to the Turk, but deliver us from 
the French.” We can only say let us not come to the American, 
but deliver us from the Yankee,” American and Yankee being taken 
here for synonymous. To return to our point, the sentence taken 
either in its logical or granimatical construction, asks simply “ let us 
not come to, but deliver us from, the evil one.” I translate the 
Greek term wovripotj by the English “ evil one ” without further 
comment, because I see that common sense and scholarship have at 
length prevailed over prejudice and given the word its due and 
indisputable meaning. We have thus arrived at a point which 
suggests the meaning of another word, viz. temptation^ and which, for 
ought I know, has never been touched before. The Greek term for 
it is TTBipaapo/:. It has already been alluded to that this peirasmds 
must be a cognate term with “evil one.” The nature of the 
antithetical construction “ let us not come to pcirasnws^ but deliver us 
from the evil one,” requires that pcirasmos and “ evil one ” must 
represent kindred notions. Only such an assumption, moreover, can 
account for the omission by St. Luke of the second part of the 
sentence. Now I for one cannot satisfy myself that “ temptation 
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in its ordinary sense enticement (to evil) or trials that is suffering 
which tests virtue/* can be taken as synonymous with “ evil one/' 
and that too in the plain and unsophisticated diction of the Synoptic 
Gospels. The same consideration applies to the Latin version 
tentatio^ the French tentntion, and the German Vevsiichung, As 
to the Greek Trtijoocr/iof;, the case is different. It is true that its 
etymology points to the classical 7 ra/)«, “ trial/* ‘^test/’ and irstpaaOaiy 
“to try/* “to test*’; but these classical parents were almost for- 
gotten in the common or popular language of Jesus’s time, their 
place having been taken by the parallel terms So#ci/i// and SoKipaZfiVy 
terms which have been in universal usage from classical antiquity 
down to the present time. The parent words irtipa and TreipaoOai, 
therefore, belonging as they do to classical and Atticist Greek 
exclusively, cannot be a safe criterion for the interpretation of the 
Biblical irupatHy and inipafTpocy since the latter are late formations 
used in the New Testament, not to express the notion of “ try ” and 
“ trial,” or the like — for which there was no need in presence of the 
ancient and popular terms SoKipn and SoKipaluv — but for a quite 
different purpose : to designate the especial methods and actions of 
the evil one. It is in this special sense that both the verb irnpaCnv 
and the noun Trupafypoc s,Ye always used in the Synoptic Gospels. It 
is also in this particular sense that the Greek Church fathers and 
interpreters have at all times understood and used the term 

ntipacrpofj. 

It may be even noted that the term pcmtS7nds, owing to its 
constant association with the devils practice on the one hand and 
its 7nasculine gender (o irnpaapiv) on the other, soon led Christian 
Greeks to the belief that peirasmoH was nothing else than a euphe- 
mistic expression for the devil himself. Hence since 

the fourth century, if not earlier, has been identified with Satan. 
Even such eminent Church fathers as Gregory of Nyssa (a.d. 357), 
younger brother of Basil the Great, so understood the term. Com- 
menting on this very passage of the Lord’s Prayer (“ De Oratione 
Dominica,^’ ed. Migne, t. 14, p. 1192 B s(j[.)y this learned bishop says : 

“ It seems to me that the Lord calls ‘the wicked one’ by many and various 
names, designating him, according to the variety of his wicked actions, as 
the Devil, Beelzebub, Mammon, Euler of the World, Manslayer, Wicked 
One, Father of Lyijig, and such like. Therefore one of these appellations 
descriptive of him may also be jyeirasmos. This assumption is, too, con- 
firmed by the context. For having said ‘ Bring us not to peiramwsy he 
subjoined ‘ deliver us from the wicked one,’ the same thing being obviously 
meant by either name. For if ue that has not come within the reach of 
peirasufixbs is altogether out of the reach of the wicked one, and he that has 
fallen into peirasmos has of necessity fallen into the wicked one, it follows 
that the peirasmos and the w icked one are identical in meaning.” 

So too Nilus (a.d. 430), a pupil and friend of John Chrysostomos, says 
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distinctly (ed. Migne, tom. 79, p. 573b) peArasinds is» called the devil 
himself; peirasmds is called also the method by which the enemy 
is wont to tempt mankind.” Another contemporary authority is 
Tdlladius (a.d. 420), who, in his “Historia Lausiac^” (ed. Migne, 
tom. 34), p. 1042a A, speaks of the incitements of the jpeirasm6s^ the 
hater of the Good (jutao/caXoc), Similarly the jKirftsnhdn is graphically 
represented in “The Acts of Thomas” (ed. Max Bonet), 80, as a 
corpse of a beautiful youth stretched by the road and watched by an 
atrocious dragon, who, at the approach of St. Thomas, burst out into 
infernal groaning and wailing. Further evidence from subsequent 
sources is unnecessary, since all Greek-speaking Christians have ever 
since identified the pcirasvids with the evil spirit. 

In face of these considerations and testimonies, the term peirasnuin 
cannot possibly mean “ test ” or “ trial.’^ It can only denote the 
fiendish arts and methods of the Old Serpent. Now what the methods 
of this author of evil are, we know : to cause man's perdition by 
setting snares or traps for liim (Luke xxi. 35 ; 1 Tim. iii. 7 ; vi. 9 ; 
2 Tim. ii. 26), by tempting him to sin. Inasmuch, then, as the word 
tempi cUion can represent the work of the evil one and so Ibe closely 
associated, if not identified, with the tewj)tei\ its usage in the Lord's 
Prayer for the Greek TrciparryLioc is defensible. But how many 
Christians, or even ministers, think of the tempter's influence when 
they say or interpret the Lord's Prayer ? 

To sum up my observations, I believe that a faithful version into 
English of the Lord's Prayer would — leaving, the choice of the 
appropriate diction to more competent authorities — run somewhat 
thus : 

“ Our Father which art in heaven, hallowed be thy name — thy 
dominion come — thy (fixed) purpose be done : as in heaven, so too 
on earth. Give us this day our mere (or simple) bread, and forgive 
us our debts, as we forgive our debtors theirs ; and let us not fall into 
a tempter’s snare, but deliver us from the evil one.” And if wo 
admit the spurious doxology — “ For thine is the dominion, and the- 
power, and the glory for ever. Amen.^’ 


A. N. Janxakis. 



WEISMANNISM ONCE MORE. 


A mong those who follow a controversy to its close, not one in a 
hundred turns back to its beginning to see whether its chief 
theses hive been dealt with. Very often the leading argumepts of 
one disputant, seen by the other to be unanswerable, are quietly 
ignored, and attention is concentrated on subordinate arguments to 
which replies, actually or seemingly valid, can be made. The original 
issue is thus commonly lost sight of. 

More than once I have pointed out that, as influencing men’s views 
about Education, Ethics, Sociology, and Politics, the question whether 
acquired characters are inherited is the most important question before 
the scientific world. Hence T cannot allow the discussion with 
Professor Weismann to end in so futile a way as it will do if no 
summary of results is made. Here, therefore, I propose to recapitulate 
the whole case in brief. Primarily my purpose is to recall certain 
leading propositions which, having been passed by unnoticed, remain 
outstanding, I will pass, in the second place, to such propositions as 
have been dealt with ; hoping to show that the replies given are 
invalid, and consequently that these propositions also remain out- 
standing. 

But somethihg beyond a summing-up is intended. A fqw pages 
at the close will be devoted to setting forth new evidence which has 
come to light since the controversy commenced — evidence which many 
will think sufiicient in itself to warrant a positive conclusion. 

The fact that the tip of the fore-finger has thirty times the power 
of discrimination possessed by the middle of the back, and that 
various intermediate degi’ees of discriminative' power are possessed by 
various parts of the skin, was set down as a datum for my first 
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argument. The causes which might be assigned for these remarkable 
contrasts were carefully examined under all their aspects. I showed 
in detail that the contrasts could not in any way be accounted for by 
natural selection. I further showed that no interpretation of them is 
afforded by the alleged process of panmixia : this has no locit^s standi 
in the case. Having proved, experimentally, that ability of the 
fingers to discriminate is increased by practice, and having pointed 
out that gradations of discriminativeness in dillerent parts correspond 
with gradations in the activities of the parts as used for tactual 
exploration, I argued that these contrasts have arisen from the 
organised and inherited effects of tactual converse with surrounding 
things, varying in its degrees according to the positions of the parts — 
in other words, that they are due to the inheritance of acquired 
characters. As a crowning proof I instanced the case of the tongue- 
tip, which has twice the discriminativeness of the fore-finger-tip ; 
pointing out that, consciously or semi-consciously, or uncorrsciously, 
the tongue-tip is perpetually exploring the inner surfaces of the teeth. 

Singling out this last case. Professor Weisrnann made, or rathei 
adopted from Dr. llomanes, what prof(*ssed to be a renly, but was 
nothing more than the blank form of a reply. It w a* said that 
though this extreme discriminativeness of the tongue-tip is of no use 
to mankind, it may have been of use to certain ancestral primates. 
No evidence of any such use was given ; no imaginable use was 
assigned. It was simply suggested that there perhaps was a use. 

In my rejoinder, after indicating the illusory nature of this 
proceeding (which is much like offering a cheque on a bank where no 
assets have been deposited to meet it), I pointed out that had the 
evidence furnished by the’ tongue-tip never been mentioned, the 
evidence otherwise furnished amply sufficed. 1 then drew attention to 
the fact that this evidence had been passed over, and tacitly inquired 
why. 

No reply.* 

In his essay on “The All-Sufficiency of Natural Selection,” 
Professor Weisrnann set out, not by answering one. of the arguments 
I had used, but by importing into the discussion an argument used 
by another writer, which it was easy to meet. It had been con- 
tended that the smallness and deformity of the little toe are consequent 
upon the effects of boot-pressure, inherited from generation to genera- 
tion. To this Professor Weisrnann made the sufficient reply, that the 

* In “The All-Sullicioncy of Natural Selection ” (Contempobary Revibw, Sept. 
1893, p. 311), Professor Weisrnann writes ; “ I have ever contended that the acceptance 
of a principle of explanation is justified, if it can be shown that without it certain 
facts are inexplicable.” Unless, then, Profesfor Weisrnann can show that the 
distribution of discriminativeness is otherwise explicable, he is bound to accept the 
explanation I have given, and admit the inheritance of acquired characters. 
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fusion of the phalanges and otherwise degraded structure- of the little 
toe, exist among peoples who go barefoot. 

In my “ Rejoinder ” I said that though the inheritance of acquired 
characters does not explain this degradation in the way alleged, it 
explains it in a way which Professor Weismann overlooks. The 
cause is one which has been operating ever since the earliest anthro- 
poid creatures began to decrease their life in trees and increase their 
life on the earth’s surface. The mechanics of walking and running, 
in so far as they concern the question at issue, were analysed and 
it was shown that effort is economised and efficiency increased in 
proportion as the stress is thrown more and more on the inner digits 
of the foot and less and less on the outer digits. So that thus the 
foot furnishes us simultaneously with an instance of increase from 
use and of decrease from disuse : a further disproof being yielded of 
the allegation that co-operative parts vary together, since we have 
here co-Operative parts of which one grows while the other dwindles. 

I ended by pointing out that, so far from strengthening his own 
'case. Professor Weismann had, by bringing into the controversy this 
changed structure of the foot, given occasion for strengthening the 
opposite Ase. 

No reply. 

We come now to Professor Weismann’s endeavour to disprove my 
second thesis — that it is impossible to explain by natural selection 
alone the co-adaptation of co-operative parts. It is thirty years since 
this was set forth in The Principles of Biology.’' In § 16G, I 
instanced the enormous horns of the extinct Irish elk, and contended 
that in this and in kindred cases, where for the efficient use of some 
one enlarged part many other parts have to be simultaneously 
enlarged, it is out of the question to suppose that they can have all 
spontaneously varied in the required proportions. In “ The Factors 
of Organic Evolution,” by way of enforcing this argument, which 
had, so far as I know, never been mot, I dwelt upon the aberrant 
structure of the giraffe. And then, in the essay which initiated this 
controversy, I brought forward yet a third case — that of an animal 
which, previously accustomed only to walking, acquires the power of 
leaping. 

In the first of his articles in the Contemporary Review’ (September 
1893), Professor Weismann made no direct reply, but he made an 
indirect reply. He did not attempt to show how there could have 
taken place in the stag the harmonious variation of the different 
parts that co-operate to produce one physiological result” (p. 311); 
but he contended that such harmonious variation mvst have taken 
place, because the like has taken place in '^‘the neuters of state- 
forming insects ” — ‘‘ animal forms which do not reproduce themselves, 
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but are always propagated anew by parents which are unlike them 
(p. 313), and which therefore cannot have transmitted acquired 
characters. Singling out those soldier-neuters which exist among 
certain kinds of ants, he described (p. 318) the many co-ordinated 
parts required to make their fighting organs efficient. He then 
argued that the required simultaneous changes can “ only have arisen 
by a selection of the parent-ants dependent on the fact that those 
parents which produced the best workers had always the best prospect 
of tlfe persistence of their colony. No other explanation is con- 
ceivable ; ami it is just because no other c.ri)lc^natioii is conceivable, that 
it is meessarij for us to accept the principle of natural selection " 
(pp. 318-9). 

[This passage initiated a collateral controversy, which, as continually 
happens, has greatly obscured the primary controversy. It became a 
question whether these forms of neuter insects have arisen as Professor 
Weismann assumes, or whether they have arisen from arrested develop- 
ment consequent upon innutrition. To avoid entanglements I must 
for the present pass over this collateral controversy, intending to* 
resume it presently, when the original issues have been dealt with.] 

No one will suspect me of thinking that the inconceivability of the 
negation is not a valid criterion, since, in “ The Universal Postulate,’' 
published in the Westminster Review in 1852, and afterwards in “The 
Principles of Psychology,” I contended that it is the ultimate test of 
truth. But then in every case there has to be determined the question 
— Is the negation inconceivable ? and, in assuming that it is so in the 
case named, lies the fallacy of the above-quoted passage. The three 
separate ways in which I dealt with this position of Professor 
Weismann are as follows : — 

If we admit the assumption that the form of the soldier-ant has 
been developed since the establishment of the organised ant-community 
in which it exists. Professor Weismann^s assertion that no other pro- 
cess than that which he alleges is conceivable, is true. But I pointed 
out that this assumption is inadmissible ; and that no valid conclusion 
respecting the genesis of the soldier-ant can be drawn without 
postulating either the ascertained, or the probable, structure of those 
pre-social, or semi-social, ants from which tho organised social ants 
have descended. I went on to contend that the pre-social type must 
have been a conquering ty})e, and that, therefore, in all probability the 
soldier-ants represent most nearly the structure of those ancestral 
ants which existed when the society had perfect males and females, 
and could transmit acquired characters, while the other members of 
the existing communities are degraded forms of the type. 

No reply. 

A further argument I used was that where there exist different 
castes among the neuter-ants, as those seen in the soldiers and workers 
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of the Driver aots of West Africa, “ they graduate insensibly into 
each other ” alike in their sizes and in their structures ; and that 
Professor Weismann's hypothesis implies a special set of ‘‘ deter- 
minants ” for each intermediate form. Or, if he should say that the 
intermediate forms result from mixtures of the determinants of the 
two extreme forms, there still remains the further difficulty that 
natural selection has maintained, for innumerable generations, these 
intermediate forms which are injurious deviations from the useful 
extreme forms. ^ 

No reply. 

One further reason — fatal it seems to me — was urged in bar of his 
interpretation. No physical cause has been, or can be, assigned why, 
in the germ-plasm of any particular queen-ant, the determinants ” 
initiating these various co-operative organs, all simultaneously vary 
in fitting ways and degrees, and still less why there occur such co- 
ordinated variations generation after generation, until, by their 
accumulated results, these efficient co-operative structures have been 
‘evolved. I pointed out that, in the absence of any assigned or 
assignable physical cause, it is necessary to assume a fortuitous con- 
currence of favourable variations, which means ‘‘ a fortuitous concourse 
of atoms ’’ ; and that it would be just as rational, and much more 
consistent, to assume that the structure of the entire organism thus 
resulted. 

No reply. 

It is reasonable to suspect that Professor Weismann recognised 
these difficulties as insuperable, for, in his Eomanes Lecture on “ The 
Effect of External Influences upon Development," instead of his pre- 
vious indirect reply, he makes a direct reply. Reverting to the stag 
and its enlarging horns, he alleges a process by which, as he thinks, 
we may understand how, by variation and selection, all the bones and 
muscles of the neck, of the thorax, and of the fore-legs, are step by 
step adjusted in their sizes to the increasing sizes of the horns. He 
ascribes this harmonisation to the internal struggle for nutriment, 
and that survival of the fittest which takes place among the parts of 
an organism : a process which he calls “ intraAndividutd-’^eleciioVi^ or 

more briefly — intm-selection ’’ (P. 12). 

• 

“ Wilhelm Roux has given an cxplaii.T.tion of the cause of these wonder- 
fully fine adaptationl^ by applying the principle of selection to the parts of 
the organism. Just as there is a struggle for survival among the individuals 
of a species, and the fittest are victorious, so also do even the smallest living 
particles contend with one another, and those that succeed best in securing 
food and place grow and multiply rapidly, and so displace those that are less 
suitably equipped ” (p. 12).* 

Professor Weismann is unaware that the view here ascribed to Koux, writing in 
1881, is of far earlier date. In the Westminster Review for January 18C0, in an essay 
on“ The Social Organism,” I wrote : “ One more parallelism to be here noted, is that 
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That I do not explain as he does the co-adaptation of co-operative 
parts, Professor Weismann ascribes to my having overlooked this 
“ principle of intra-selection ” — an unlucky supposition, as we see. 
But I do not think that when recognising it a generation ago, I 
should have seen its relevancy to the question at issue, had that issue 
then been raised, and I certainly do not see it now. Pull reproduc- 
tion of -Professor Weismann’s explanation is impracticable, for it 
occupies several pages, but here are the essential sentences from it : 

“ The groat significance of intra-selection appears to me not to depend on 
its producing structures that are directly transmissible — it cannot do that — 
but rather consists in its causing a development of the germ-structure^ 
acc^uired by the selection of individuals, which will be suitable to varying 

conditions We may therefore say that intra-selection effects the 

adaptation of the individual to its chance developmental conditions — the 
suiting of the hereditary primary constituents to fresh circumslarces ” 

(p. 10) “ But as the primary variations in the phyletic metamorphosis 

occurred little by little, the secondary adaptations would probably as a rule 
be able to keep pace with them. Time would thus bo gained till, in the 
course of generations, by constant selection of those germs the primary 
constituents of which are best suited to one another, the greatest possible 
degree of haimony may be reached, and consequently a definitiv^e mata- 
morpliosis of the species involving all the parts of the individual may occur 
(p. 19). 

The connecting sentences, along with those which precede and 
succeed, would not, if quoted, give to the reader clearer conceptions 
than these by themselves give. But when disentangled from Pro- 
fessor Weisraann’s involved statements, the essential issues are, I 
think, clear enough. In the case of tlie stag, that daily working 
together of the numerous nerves, muscles and bones concerned, by 
which they are adjusted to the carrying and using of somewhat 
heavier horns, produces on them effects which, as I hold, are inherit- 
able, but which, as Professor Weismann holds, are not inheritable. 
If they are not inheritable, what must happen ? A fawn of 
the next generation is born with no such adjustment of nerves, 
muscles and bones as had been produced by greater exercise in the 
parent, and with no tendency to such adjustment. Consequently if, 
in successive generations, the horns go on enlarging, all these nerves, 
muscles and bones, remaining of the original sizes, become utterly 
inadequate. The result is loss of life : the process of adaptation fails. 

the different parts of a social organism, like the different i)aTts of an individual 
organism, compete for nutriment ; and severally obtain more or less of it, according 
as they are discharging more or less duty.” (See also “ Essaj’s,” i. 290.) And then, 
in 1870, in “ The Principles of Sociology,” vol. i. § 247, 1 amplified the statement thus ; 
“ All other organs, therefore, jointly and individually, compete for blood with each 
organ .... local tissue-formation (which under normal conditions measures the 
waste of tissue in discharging function) is itself a cause of increased supply of 
materials .... the resulting competition, not between units simply, but between 
organs, causes in a society, as in a living body, high nutrition and growth of parts 
called into greatest activity by the requirements of the rest.” Though I did not use 
the imposing phrase intra-individual-selection,” the process described is the same. 
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“ No, ’ says Professor Weismann, “ we must concli^de that the germ- 
plasm has varied in the needful manner.” How so ? • The process of 
“ intra-individual-selection/’ as he calls it, can have had no effect, 
since the cells of the soma cannot influence the reproductive cells. 
In what wayi then, has the germ-plasm gained the characters required 
for producing simultaneously all these modified co-operative parts. 
Well, Professor Weismann tells us merely that we must suppose that 
the germ-plasm acquires a certain sensitiveness such as gives it a 
proclivity to development in the requisite ways. How is such pro- 
clivity obtainable ? Only by having a multitude of its “ determin- 
ants simultaneously changed in fit modes. Emphasising the fact 
that even a small failure in any one of the co-operative parts may be 
fatal, as4;he sprain of an over-taxed muscle shows us, I alleged that 
the chances are infinity to one against the needful variations taking 
place at the same time. Divested of its elaboration, its abstract words 
and technical phrases, the outcome of Professor Weismann's explana- 
tion is that he accej^ts this, and asserts that the infinitely improbable 
•thing takes jolace ! 

Either Ifis argument is a disguised admission of the inheritableness 
of acquired characters (the effects of “ intra-selection ’ ) or else it is 
as before, the assumption of a fortuitous concourse of favourable 
variations in the determinants — ‘‘ a fortuitous concourse of atoms.” 

Tjeaving here this main issue, I return now to that collateral issue 
named on a preceding page as being postponed - whether the neuters 
among social insects result from specially-modified germ-plasms or 
whether they result from the treatment received during their larval 
stages. 

Por the substantiation of his doctrine Professor Weismann is 
obliged to adopt the first of these alternatives ; and in his Romanes 
Lecture he found it needful to deal with the evidence I brought in 
support of the second alternative. He says that “ poor feeding is 
not the causa cfficAcns of sterility among bees, but is merely the 
stimulus which nut unhj results in the fortaalion of riidimeniavy ovaries^ 
l)ut at the same time calls forth alt the other disthtetice characters of the 
•workers ” (pp. 29—30) ; and ho says this although he has in preceding 
lines admitted that it is true of all animals that they reproduce only 
feebly or not at all yflen badly and insufflciently nourished” ; a known 
cause being thus displaced by a supposed cause. But Professor 
Weismann proceeds to justify bis interpretation by experimentally 
obtained evidence. 

He reared large numbers of the eggs of a female blow-fly the 
larvae of some he fed abundantly, but* the larvae of others sparingly ; 
and eventually he obtained from the one set flies of full size, and 
from the other small flies. Nevertheless the small flies were fertile, 
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as well as the others. Here, theu, was proof that innutrition had not 
produced infertility ; and he contends that therefore among the 
neuter social insects, infertility has not resulted from innutrition. 
The argument seems strong, and to many will appear conclusive ; but 
there are two differences which entirely vitiate the comparison Pro- 
fessor Weismann institutes. 

One of them has been pointed out by Mr. Cunningham. In the 
case of the blow-fly the food supplied to tlie larvcX*, though different 
in quantity, was the same in quality ; in the case of the social insects 
the food supplied, whether or not different in quantity, differs in 
quality. Among bees, wasps, ants, &c., the larvse of the repro- 
ductive forms are fed upon a more nitrogenous food than are the 
larvao' of the workers ; whereas the two sets of larvae of the blow-fly, 
as fed by Professor Weismann, were alike supplied with highly nitro- 
genous food. Hence there did not exist the same cause for ilon- 
development of the reproductive organs. Here, then, is one vitiation 
of the supposed parallel. There is a second. 

While the development .of an embryo follows in a rude way the t 
phyletic metamoq)hoses passed through by its ancestry, the order of 
development of organs is often gradually modified by the needs of 
particular species : the structures being developed in such order as 
conduces to self-sustentation and the welfare of offspring. Among 
other results there arise differences in the relative dates of malturlty of 
the reproductive system and of the other systems. It is clear, a 
that it must bo fatal to a species if offspring are habitually produced 
before the conditions requisite for their survival are fulfilled. And 
hence, if the life is a complex one, and the care taken of offspring is 
great, reproduction must be much longer delayed than where the life 
is simple and the care of offspring absent or easy. The contrast 
between men and oxen sufficiently illustrates this truth. Now the 
subordination of the order of development of parts to the needs of the 
species, is conspicuously shown in the contrast between these two 
kinds of insects which Professor Weismann compares as though their 
requirements were similar. What happens with the blow-fly ? If it 
is able to suck up some nutriment, to fly tolerably, and to scent out 
dead flesh, various of its minor organs may be more or less imperfect 
without appreciable detriment to the species » the eggs can be laid in 
a fit place, and that is all that is wanted. Hence ^t profits the species 
to have the reproductive system developed comparatively early — in 
advance, even, of various* less essential parts. Quite otherwise is it 
with social insects, which take such remarkable care of their young ; 
or rather, to make the case parallel — quite otherwise is it with those 
types .from which the social insects have descended, bringing into 
the social state their inherited instincts and constitutions. Consider 
the doings of the mason-wasp, or mason-bee, or those of the carpenter- 
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bee. What, in these cases, must the female do that she may rear 
members of the next generation ? There is a fit place for building or 
burrowing to be chosen ; there is the collecting together of grains of 
sand and cementing them into a strong and waterproof cell, or there 
is the burrowing into wood and there building several cells ; there 
is the collecting of food to place along with the eggs deposited in 
these cells, solitary or associated, including that intelligent choice of 
small caterpillars which, discovered and carried home, are carefully 
packed away and hypnotised by a sting, so that they may live until 
the growing larva has need of them. For all these proceedings there 
have to be provided the fit external organs- cutting instruments, 
&c., and the fit internal organs — complicated nerve-centres in which 
are located these various remarkable instincts, and ganglia by which 
these delicate operations have to be guided. And these special 
strilctures have, some if not. all of them, to be made perfect and brought 
into efficient action before t'gg-laying takes place. Ask what would 
happen if the reproductive system were active in advance of these 
» ancillary appliances. The eggs would have to be laid without pro- 
tection or •food, and- the species would forthwith disappear. And if 
that full development of the reproductive organs which is marked by 
their activity, is not needful until these ancillary organs have come 
into play, the implication, in conformity with the general law above 
indicated, is that the perfect development of the reproductive organs 
will take place later than that of these ancillary organs, and that if 
innutrition checks the general development, the reproductive organs 
will bo those which chiefly suffer. Hence, in the social types which 
have descended from these solitary types, this order of evolution of 
parts will be inherited, and will entail the results I have inferred. 

If only deductively reached, this conclusion would, I think,.be fully 
justified. But now observe that it is more than deductively reached. 
It is established by observation. Professor Riley, Ph.D., late Govern- 
ment Entomologist of the United States, in his annual address as 
President of the Biological Society of Washington,* on January 29, 
1894, said : 

‘‘ Among the more curious facts connected with these Termites, because 
of their exceptional nature, is the late develo 2 )ment of the internal sexual 
organs in the reproductive forms ” (p. 34). 

Though what hsK been shown of the Termites has not been shown 
of the other social insects, which belong to a different order, yet, con- 
sidering the analogies between their social states and between their 
constitutional requirements, it is a fair inference that what holds in 
the one case holds partially, if not fully, in the other. Should it be 
said that the larval forms do not pass into the pupa-state in the one 

* “ Proceedings of the Biological Society of Washington,*' vol. ix. 
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case as they do in the other, the answer is that it does not affect the 
principle. The larva carries into the pupa-state a fixed quantity of 
tissue-forming material for the production of the imago. If the 
material is sufficient, then a complete imago is formed. If it is not 
sufficient, then while the earlier-formed organs are not affected by the 
deficiency, the deficiency is felt when the latest formed organs come 
to be developed, and they are consequently imjierfect. 

Even if left without reply, IVofessor Weisraann's interpretation 
commits him to some insuperable difficulties, which I must now point 
out. Unquestionably he has “ the courage of his opinions ; and it 
is shown throughout this collateral discussion as elsewhere. He is 
compelled by accumulated evidence to admit “ that there is only one 
kind of egg, from which queens and workers as well as males arise.”* 
l^ut if the production of one or other form from the same germ does 
not result from speciality of feeding, what does it result from ? Here 
is his reply : 

“Wo must rather suppose that the primary constituents of two distinct 
reproductive systems— those of the queen .and workoi*- are contained 
in the germ-plasm of the egg (p. J55). 

The courage of his opinions,” which Professor Woisraann shows 
in this assumption, is, however, quite insufficient. For since he 
himself has just admitted that there is only one kind of egg for 
queens, workers, and males, he must at any rate assume three sets of 
“ determinants.” (I find that on a subsequent page he does so.) 
But this is not enough, for there are, in many cases, two if not more 
kinds of workers, which implies that four sets of determinants must 
co-exist iu the same egg. Even now we have not got to tlie extent of 
the assumption required. In the address above referred to, on “ Social 
Insects from Psychical and Evolutional Points of View,” Professor 
Eiley gives us i(p. 33) the — 

Forms in a Termes Colon?/ vnder Xornial Coi?dUio)?s. 

1, Youngest larvfe. 

;5. LarvER [ttuat will be] fit 
for reproduction. 

8. Nymphs of 1st 9 . Nymphs of 2nd 
form. form. 

I 

10. Winged forms. 

11. True royal pairs. 

Hence as, in this family tree, the royal pair includes male and female, 
it results that there are five different adult forms (Grass! says there 
are two others) arising from like eggs or larvae; and Professor 

* Romanes Lecture, p. 29. 

2u 


2. Larv.Te [of those] unfit 
for reproduction. 


4. Larvm of 
workers. 


5. Larv.T. of 
soldiers. 


6. Workers. 


7. Soldiers. 


VOL. LXVI. 
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Weismann fl hypothesis becomes proportionately complicated. Let us 
observe what the complications are. 

It often happens in controversy — ^metaphysical controversy more 
than any other — that propositions are accepted without their terms 
having been mentally represented. In public proceedings documents 
are often “ taken as read/^ sometimes with mischievous results ; and 
in discussions, propositions are often taken as thought, when they 
have not been thought and cannot be thought. It sufficiently taxes 
imagination to assume, as Professor Weismann does, that two sets of 
‘‘ ids” or of determinants” iu the same egg are, throughout all the 
celUdivisions which end in the formation of the moridtij kept separate, 
so that they may subsequently energize independently ; or that if they 
are not thus kept separate, they have the power of segregating in the 
required ways. But what are we to say when three, four, and five, sets 
of “ids’^ or bundles of ‘‘determinants” are present? How is 
dichotomous division to keep these sets distinct ; or if they are not 
kept distinct, what shall we say to the chaos which must arise after 
many Assigns, when each set in conflict with the other strives to 
produce its particular structure ? And how are the conquering 
•determinants to find their ways out of the mH6e to the places where 
they are to fulfil tlieir organising functions ? liven wore they all 
intelligent beings and each had a itia]) by which to guide his move- 
ments, the problem would be sufficiently puzzling. Can wo assume 
it to be solved by unconscious units ? 

Thus even had Professor Weismann shown that the special 
structures of the different individuals iu an insect-community are 
not duo to differences in the nurtures they receive, which he has 
failed to do, he \voul(l still be met by this difficulty in the way of his 
• own view, in addition to the three other insuperable difficulties grouped 
•together in a preceding section. 

The collateral issue, which has occupied the largest space in the 
‘Controversy, has, as commonly happens, begotten a second generation 
•of collateral issues. Some of these are embodied in the form of 
‘questions put to me, which I must here answer, lest it should be 
supposed that they are unanswerable, and my view therefore 
untenable. 

In the notes he^ appends to his Romanes Lecture, Professor Weis- 
mann writes : 

“ One of the (piestions put to Spencer by Ball is quite sufficient to show 
the utter weakness of the position of Lamarckism — if their cliaracteristios 
did not arise among the workers themselves, but wore transmitted from the 
pre-social time, hoAv does it happen that the queens and drones of every 
generation can give aneAv to the workers the characteristics which they 
themselves have long ago lost ? ” (p. OH.) 

^ It is curious to see put forward in so triumphant a manner, by a 
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professed naturalist, a question so easily disposed of. I answer it by 
putting another. ' How does it happen that amongst those moths of 
which the female has but rudimentary wings, she continues to endow 
the males of her species With wings? How does it happen, for 
example, that among the Gcometridcc^ the peculiar structures and 
habits of which show that they have all descended from a common 
ancestor, some species have winged females and some wingless females, 
and that though they have lost the wijigs the ancestral females had, 
these wingless females convey to the males the normal developments 
of wings ? Or, still better, how is it that in the rsijrhidcr. there are 
apterous worm-like females, which lay eggs that bring fortli winged 
males of the ordinary imago form ? If for males we read workers 
the case is parallel to the cases of those social insects, the queens 
of which bequeath characteristics they have themselves lost. The 
ordinary facts of embryonic evolution yield us analogies. What is 
the most common trait in the development of the sexes ? When the 
sexual organs of either become pronounced, the incipient ancillary 
organs belonging to the opposite sex cease to develop, and remain 
rudiments, while the organs special to the sex, essential and non- 
essential, become fully developed? AVhal, then, must happen with 
the queen-ant, which, through countless generations, has ceased to use 
certain structures and has lost them through disuse ? If one of the 
eggs which she lays, capable, as Professor Woismann admits, of 
becoming queen, male, or worker of one or other kind, does not at 
a certain stage begin actively to develop its reproductive system, then 
those organs of the ancestral or pro- social type which the queen has 
lost begin to develop, and a worker results. 

Another difficulty in the way of my view, supposed to be fatal, is 
that presented by the honey-ants — aberrant members of certain ant- 
colonies which develop so enormously the pouch into which the 
food is drawn, that the abdomen becomes little else than a great 
bladder out of which the head, thorax, and legs protrude. This, it is 
thought, cannot be accounted for otherwise than as a consequence of 
specially endowed eggs which it has become profitable to the community 
for the queen to produce. I5ut the explanation fits in quite easily 
with the view I have set forth. No one will deny that the taking in 
of food is the deepest of vital requirements, and the correlative instinct 
a dominant one ; nor will any one deny that the instinct of feeding 
young is less deeply seated — comes later in order of time. So, too, 
every one will admit that the worker-bee or worker-ant, before re- 
gurgitating food into the mouth of a larva, must first of all take it in. 
Hence, alike in order of time and necessity, it is to he assumed that 
development of the nervous structures which guide self-nutrition 
precedes development of the nervous structures which guide the 
feeding of larvae. What, then, will in some cases happen, supposing 
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there is an arrested development consequent on innutrition ? It will 
in some cases happen that, while the nervous centres prompting and 
regulating deglutition are fully formed, the formation of those 
prompting and regulating the regurgitation of the food into the mouths 
of larvae arc arrested. Wliat will be the consequence ? The life of 
the worker is mainly passed in taking in food and putting it out 
again. If the putting out is stopped, its life will be mainly passed in 
taking in food. The receptacle will go on enlarging, and it will 
eventually assume the Tiionstrous form that we see.* 

Here, however, to exclude misinterpretations, let me explain. I by 
no means deny that variation and selection have produced in these 
insect communities certain effects such as Mr. Darwin suggested. 
Doubtless ant-queens vary ; doubtless there are variations in their 
eggs ; doubtless differences of structure in the resulting progeny 
sometimes prove advantageous to the stirp, and originate slight 
modifications of the species. But such changes, legitimately to be 
assumed, are changes in single parts — in single organs or portions of 
organs. Admission of this does not involve admission that there can 
take place numerous correlated variations in different and often remote 
parts, which must take place simultaneously or else be useless. 
Assumption of this is what Professor Weismann’s argument requires, 
and assumption of this we have seen to be absurd. 

Before leaving this general problem i-)resented by the social insects, 
let me remark that the various complexities of action not explained 
by inheritance from pre-social or semi-social types, are probably due 
to accumulated and transmitted knowledge. I recently read an 
account of the education of a butterfly, carried to the extent that it 
became quite friendly with its protector, and would come to be fed. 
If a non-social and relatively unintelligent insect is capable of thus 
far consciously adjusting its actions, then it seems a reasonable sup- 
position that in a community of social insects there has arisen a mass 
of experience and usage into which each new individual is initiated ; 
just as happens among ourselves. We have only to consider the 
chaos which would result were we suddenly bereft of language, and 
if the young were left to grow up without precept and example, to 
see that very probably the polity of an insect community is made 
possible by the addition of intelligence to instinct, and the trans- 
mission of information through sign-language. 

There remains now the question of panmixia^ which stands 
exactly where it did when I published the “ Rejoinder to Professor 
Weismann.*’ 

* This interpretation harmonises with a fact which I learn from Professor Riley, 
that there arc gradations in this development, and that in some species the ordinary 
neaters sweU their abdjmeus so greatly with food that they can hardly get home. 
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After showing that the interpretation I put upon this view was 
justified by certain passages quoted, and after pointing out that one 
of his adherents had set forth the view which I combated — if not as 
his view, yet as supplementary to it ; I wont on to criticise the view 
as set forth by Professor Weismann himself. I showed that as thus 
set forth the actuality of the supposed cause of decrease in disused 
organs implies that minus variations habitually exceed plus variations 
— in degree, or in number, or in both. Unless it can be proved that 
such an excess ordinarily occurs, the hypothesis of panmiixia has no 
place ; and I asked, where is the proof that it occurs ? 

No reply. 

Not content with this abstract form of the question I put it also in 
a concrete form, and granted for the nonce Professor Weismann’s 
assumption : taking the case of the rudimentary hind limbs of the 
whale. I said that though, during those early stages of decrease in 
which the disused limbs were external, natural selection probably had 
a share in decreasing them, since they were then impediments to 
locomotion, yet when they became internal, and especially when they 
had dwindled to nothing but remnants of the femurs, it is impossible 
to suppose that natural selection played any part : no whale could have 
survived and initiated a more prosperous stirp in virtue of the economy 
achieved by such a decrease. The operation of natural selection being 
out of the question, I inquired whether such a decrease, say of one- 
half when the femurs weiglied a few ounces, occurring in one indi- 
vidual, could be supposed in the ordinary course of reproduction to 
affect the whole of the whale species inhabiting the Arctic Seas and 
the North Atlantic Ocean ; and so on with successive diminutions 
until the rudiments had reached their present minuteness. I asked 
whether such an interpretation could be rationally entertained ? 

No reply. 

Now in the absence of replies to these two questions it seems to 
me that the verdict must go against Professor Weismann by default. 
If he has to surrender the hypothesis of panmixia^ what results ? All 
that evidence collected by Mr. Darwin and others, regarded by them 
as proof of the inheritance of acquired characters, which was 
cavalierly set aside on the strength of this alleged process of pan- 
mixia, is reinstated. And this reinstated evidence, joined with 
much evidence since furnished, suffices to establish the repudiated in* 
terpretation. 

In the printed report of his Bomanes Lecture, after fifty pages of 
complicated speculations which we are expected to accept as proofs, 
Professor Weismann ends by saying, in reference to the case of the 
neuter insects : 

This case is of additional interest, as it may serve to convince tho&,e 
naturalists who are still inclined to mmntain that acquired characters are 
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inheritorl, and to support the Lamarckian principle of development, t]bat 
their view cannot be the right one. Jt has not proved tenable in a single 
instance (p. 54). 

Most readers of the foregoing pages will think that since Professor 
Weismann has left one after another of my chief theses without reply, 
this is rather a strong assertion ; and they will still further raise their 
eyebrows on remembering that, as I have shown, where he has given 
answers his answers are invalid. 

* ♦ 

And now we come to the additions which^I indicated at the outset 
as having to be made — certainj evidences which have come tojight 
since this controversy commenced. 

When, by a remembered observation made in boyhood, joined with 
the familiar fact that worker-larvm can be changed into the larvae of 
queens by feeding, I was led to suggest that probably all the varia- 
tions of fjerm in the social insects are consequent on diiferences of 
nurture, I was unaware that elaborate observations and experiments 
justifying this supposition had been made, and that Professor Grassi 
has recently published observations on the food-habits of two Euro- 
pean species of Termites, showing that the various forms are due to 
feeding. Ih’ofessor Grassi is known to be a most careful observer, 
and some of the most curious of his facts are confirmed by tho 
collection of white ants exhibited by Dr, J)avid Sharp, F.Tl.S., at the 
soiree of the Royal Society in Jlay last. He has favoured me with the 
following account of Grassi's results, which I publish with his assent: 

“ There is great variety as to the constituents of the community and 
economy of the species in White Ants. One of the simplest conditions 
known is that studied by Grassi in the case of tlio JOuropean species 
(jalotermes tlavicollis. In this species there is no worker eastc : the adult 
forms are only of two kinds, viz., soldiers, ami the males and females; the 
sexes are externally almost indistinguishabk^, and tliero are males and 
females of soldiers as well as of tho winged forms, though the sexual organs 
do not undergo their full development in any soldier whether male or 
female. 

“ The soldier is not, however, a mere instance of simple arrested develop- 
ment. It is tiiio that there is in it anesled development of the sexual 
organs, but this is accompanied by change of foi in of other parts — changes 
so extreme that one would hardly su})pose the soldier to have any connection 
with either the ^'oung or the adult of tho winged forms. 

‘‘Now, according to Grassi, the whole of the individuals when born are 
undifferentiated forms (except as to sex), and each one is capable of going on 
the natural course of development and thus becoming a winged insect, or 
can be deviated from this course and made into a soldier ; this is accom- 
plished by the White Ants by sj)ecial courses of feeding. 

“ The evidence given by Grassi is not conclusive as to the young being all 
born alike ; and it may be that there are some individuals born that could 
not be deviated. from the natural course and made into soldiers. But there 
is one case which seems to show positively that the deviation Grassi believes 
to occur is real, and not due to the selection by the ants of an individual 
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that, though appearing to our eyes uiidiflercntiated, k not realJy so. This is 
that an individual can bo made into a soldier after it has visibly undergone 
one-lialf or more of the development into a winged form. ’The Termites can 
in f/ict operate on an individual that has already acquired the rudiments of 
wings and whoso head is totally destitute of any appearance of the shape or 
of the armature peculiar to the soldier, and cau turn it into a soldie%; the 
rudiments of the wings being in such a case nearly entirely re-absorbed.*' 

Grass! has been for many years engaged in investigating these 
phenomena, and there is Ho reason for rejecting his statement. We 
can scarcely avoid accepting it, and if so, Profess?or Weismann's hypo- 
thesis is conclusively disposed of. Were there different sets of 
“ determinants '** for the soldier-form and for the winged sexual form, 
those “ determinants ’* wliich had gone a long way towards producing 
the winged sexual form would inevitably go on to complete that form, 
and could not have their proclivity changed by feeding. 

The other piece of additional evidence I Jiave referred to is furnished 
by t>yo papers contributed to The Jov.rnal of Anofomjj ami Phij^iology 
for October 1893 and April 1891, by R. Havelock Charles, M.D.,&c.,&c., 
Professor of Anatomy in the Medical College, Lahore. These papers 
set forth the differences between the leg-])ones of Europeans and those 
of the Punjaub people — differences caused by their respective habits of 
sitting in chairs and squatting on the ground, lie enumerates more 
than twenty such differences, chiefly in the structures of the knee- 
joint and ankle-joint. From the rcsome of his second paper I quote 
the following passages, wliich sufficiently show the data and the 
inferences : 

“ 7. The habits as to sitting postures of Europeans difler from those of 
their pre-historic ancestors, tJie Cave-dwellers, itc., wlio probably squatted 
on the ground. 

“ 8. The sitting postures of Orientals are the same now as ever. They 
have retained the habits of their ancestors. Hie Europeans have not 
■done so. 

“ i). Want of use would induce changes in form and size, and so, gradually, 
small differences would be iiitegiMted till there would be total disappearance 
■of the markings on the European skeleton, .as no advantage would accrue to 
him*from the po.ssessiori of facets on his bones fitting them for postures not 
practised by him. 

“ 10. The facets seen on the bones of the Panjabi infant or foetus have 
been transmitted to it by the accumulation of 2 )eciiliarities gained by habit 
in the evolution of its racial typo — in which an ac(piisition having become a 
permanent jiossession, ‘ profitable to the individual under its conditions of 
life,' is transmitted as a useful inheritance. 

“11. These markings are duo to tlie influence of certain positions, which 
are brought about liy the use of groups of muscles, and tliey are the definite 
results produced by actions of these muscles. 

“ 12. The effects of the use of the muscles mentioned in No. 11. are trans- 
mitted to the offspring, for the markings are present in the fcBtm^in-utero, 
in the child at birth, and in the infant. 

“13. The markings are instances of the transmission of acquired characters 
which heritage in tlie individual, function subsequently develops.*' 
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No other conclusion appears to me‘p(fesible» » Panmiiia, even were 
it not invalidated by its unwarranted assumption as £||)0ve shown, 
would be out of court : the case is not a case of either inc^rease or 
decrease of^aize, but of numerous changes of form. Simultanecfus 
varifrtion of co-operative parts cannot be alleged, since these co-opera- 
tive parts have not changed in one way, but iu various ways and 
degrees. And even were it permissible to suppose that the required 
different variations had taken place simultaneously, natural selection 
cannot be supposed to have operated. The assumption would imply 
that in the struggle for existence, individuals of the EuropeaS races 
who were less capable than others of crouching and squatting, gained 
by those minute changes of structure which incapacitated them, such 
advantages that their stirps prevailed over other stirps — an abi^rd 
supposition. 

And now I must once more point out that a grave responsibility 
rests on biologists in respect of the general question ; since Throng 
answers lead, among other effects, to wrong beliefs about social affairs 
and to disastrous social actions. In me this conviction has unceasingly 
strengthened. Though ThQ Origin of Species proved to me that the 
transmission of acquired characters cannot be the sole factor in organic 
evolution, as I had assumed in ‘^Social Statics’^ and in “The Principles of 
Psychology,” published in pre-Darwinian days, yet I have neveV wavered 
in the belief that it is a factor, and an all-important factor. And I 
have felt more and more that since all the higher sciences are depen- 
dent on the science of life, and must have their conclusions vitiated 
if a fundamental datum given to them by the teachers of this science 
is erroneous, it behoves these teachers not to let an erroneous datum 
pass current : they are called on to settle this vexed question one way 
or other. The times give proof. The work of Mr. Benjamin Kidd 
on ‘^Social Evolution,” which has been so much lauded, takes Weismann- 
ism as one of its data ; and if Weismannism be untrue, the conclusions 
Mr. Kidd draws must be in large measure erroneous and may prove 
mischievous. 


Herbert Spencer. 



THE CHINO-JAPANESE CONFLICT— AND 
. . AFTER. 


A CONVERSATION WITH SIR THOMAS WADE, 


‘‘ Qj PEAKING from an experience of forty years’ r^^idence in 

O China, during twelve of which you were her Majesty’s 
Minister, do you think, Sir Thomas Wade, that we are overrating 
the importance of the events that are taking place in the far 
East 

“ By no means, if all we hear is to be relied upon ; but exact 
information is difficult to obtain. The Chinese do not know, and 
the Japanese will not tell. But the Japanese scientific training is 
undoubtedly making itself felt, and it seems beyond dispute that the 
Chinese are being driven out of Korea. It seems almost as clear 
that they are in danger of invasion at a‘ vital point in their Empire — 
the province of Manchuria, the home of the Manchu Dynasty. I 
recoil from prophecy, and in China nothing happens but the unex- 
pected. But if Japan be as able to follow up her first success as she 
claims to be, with others — if she strikes hard and quickly — then we 
are face to face with a crisis which may affect the whole world — a 
crisis which may, for various reasons, become a first-class European 
question ! 

“ The Japanese have acted sagaciously in striking fo/ the province 
of Manchuria. If they succeed in capturing the two historic towns 
of Mukden and ilsing-king they will have struck two blows which 
may jeopardise the very existence of the reigning dynasty. 

“ The reason of this is not as yet fully appreciated by the English 
press. Manchuria is beyond the wall. So long as China is invaded 
from the south the present Manchu emperor can always retire into 
his own province with some saving of dignity. When, in 1860, we 
approached Peking, the Emperor retired north until the troubles should 
be over. The theory of the Chinese imperial family is bound up with a 
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conception somewhat similar to that which held together the, Roman 
empire. The Emperor is the ^ Son of Heaven/ and the city of Muk- 
den is the fellow or sister capital. If the Japanese can seize and 
occupy this sacred home and birthplace of the dynasty, the prestige of 
the Manchus will be hard hit. The three provinces of the Manchus, 
whence came the warlike tribe which invaded China 250 years ago, 
and upset the decadent dynasty of the Mings, are Shing-King, Kirin, 
and Tsi-tsi-har. The occupation of these provinces might shake the 
Chinese empire to its very basis. The authority of the Emperor is 
largely bound up with his invulnerability. In China, nothing fails 
like failure. They accepted the rule of the strong man, the Manchii, 
who proved that he could maintain himself ; but if the Son of 
Heaven, instead of withdrawing into a dignified retreat within his 
ovi:n peculiar dominions, were forced, after evacuating Peking, to fly 
for his life towards the southern provinces of China, respect for 
his authority would receive a dangerous shock.” 

“Hut ^are you so sure that the game is up? Have not the 
Chinese an immense reserve of strength ? Surely, in a struggle be- 
tween an empire of o50,000,000 and a little nation of 40,000,000, 
victory is not decided by one or two battles ? ” 

“ It is not a question of numbers, but of science. The Manchus, 
who conquered China last, were less in number than the Japanese. 
The Japanese have allowed their armies to be trained and disciplined 
by European officers. They have not hesitated, but have even been 
eager, to adopt all the latest military reforms of Europe. Against 
such troops, the bulk of the Chinese army would be, in the field, as 
helpless as the great host which they put face to face with our little 
band of soldiers outside the walls of Peking in the year 1800. In 
fact, on that occasion their numbers but increased their confusion. 
An army of 100,000 Chinese, imperfectly disciplined, with inex- 
perienced officers, badly organised commissariat, and weapons in part 
obsolete, will be only the more surely conquered because of their 
numbers. The military organisation of China is 250 years old. 
Mr. Curzon may perhaps underrate the numerical strength of the 
army, but his book gives a very fair account of the prevailing 
incompetence and confusion. It is true that one out of every 
three Mongols is bound to serve in time of war ; but of what 
value are such untrained levies? With the strongest sympathy 
with the Chinese, I cannot excuse their government for such unpre- 
paredness as it is chargeable with. In the last sixty years it has had 
warning upon warning, and after each scare it has made a reluctant 
advance towards improving things ; but on t^e return of peace it has 
ever lapsed back into its old indifferent quiescence. I remember that 
in 1880, when the Chinese nearly went to war with the Russians over 



THE CHINO-JAPANESE CONFLICT. 


Gll 


the question of Kuldja, I told the Tsung-li-Yamen — their foreign 
Ministry — ^that I was sorry war had been avoided. ‘ What/ they 
said, ‘ you, who have been always worhiug for peace ? ' ‘ Yes,' I 

said, ‘ because now you will do nothing for the defence of the 
empire. You have been talking of railways, of organising your 
army and improving your navy, but now we shall hear no more of it.' 
And to my sorrow I was right. Something has been done, no doubt, 
but in the main the defences of that great empire have been left in 
a semi-barbarous condition ever since. I am sincerely sorry for 
them, but it is their own fault ! If the government now come to 
incurable grief, it will be but paying the penalty of neglect ! ” 

“ But do we not hear of foreign factories, and machine-guns 
turned out by the dozen ? Is not Li Hung- Chang, at any rate, a 
convert to foreign ide&s in regard to the army ? ” 

“ Yes, but it is against the grain of the majority. Li Hung-Chang, 
as you know, was much beholden to Gordon in his suppression of the 
Taiping Rebellion. On that occasion he was compelled into an adraira-* 
tion for European methods as exemplified by Gordon's orgJlni;5ation and 
generalship. He admired — and the Chinese have not forgotten — 
the man who looked after his troops in every detail, and sacrificed 
his very pay for the sake of the wounded. The effect was the creation 
of a force which has been the only bright exception in Chinese war 
administration. But its nominal strength, according to Mr. Curzon, is 
only 100,000, and its real strength far less. It is, I suspect, little 
more than an army But then, remember, it is full twelve 

years since I left the country. 

“ Itis true that, since the French war, factories have been built, and 
modern weapons of precision manufactured. But these thingwS are 
so foreign to Chinese ideas that it may very well be questioned 
whether these modern weapons, distributed to provincials not long, if 
at all, trained in their use, will not prove a greater source of weakness 
than of strength. English officers have told me t hat they have seen 
Chinese torpedo-boats lying in such a condition that they would be 
totally useless for war, injured past redemption by neglect and dirty 
habits. I cannot vouch for this myself, but it fully accords with 
what I know of the Chinese. Besides, these European weapons are 
of no use without European drill for the men who use them, and 
European instruction the government has very sparingly adopted. The 
Chinese soldiers are themselves the best material that an officer could 
desire — obedient, industrious, a^d temperate. They are good marks- 
men, and behind trenches they will fight admirably. But brought 
face to face with a well-drilled army, in tlie open, they can hardly be 
expected to do better than a levy of Spanish patriots opposed to 
Kapoleon^s marshals. 
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“ Of course, if China had time, she could bring her strength to 
bear ; she could levy and train her peasantry, and if she showed 
Europe that she could fight, she would have, I imagine, small difficulty 
in borrowing money. But these things take time, and I am going on 
the assumption that Japan does not intend to let her have time. At 
present her men are undrilled, and her war-chest is by no means full • 
for I do not believe these stories of great treasure at Mukden. Time is 
above all necessary for her to collect and drill hdr men and to obtain 
money. But if Japan strikes quickly, the dynasty might be in full 
flight before any of these things could be done.*^ 

But supposing the dynasty to be put to flight ? China has 
changed her dynasty many times ere now, and still remained a national 
unit. Will the end be anything more than a mere change of govern- 
ment ? ” • 

“ Again I say, I recoil from prophecy. Much may happen to pre- 
vent the dynasty from even flying. But if this should happen, I foresee 
far greater trouble in the end than even change of dynasty. Vour idea 
would be, 'I suppose, that Japan should supply the next Chinese 
dynasty. An intelligent Japanese has put forward the theory that 
Japan is fighting the cause of the yellow races against Manchu and 
Tartar usurpers. But this is a movement towards conclusion by far 
too simple. 

“ If the Japanese had conquered China fifty years ago, such an out- 
come as you suggest would have been possible. Japan might have 
supplied the new dynasty, and continued the tradition of Chinese 
ideas. There would then have been no hopeless division of sentiment 
between two races who were both agreed in resistance to Western 
civilisation, though even then there would still have been an ancient 
record of hostility to reckon with. But now that the Japanese have- 
shown themselves ardent converts to the European movement, there is 
a strong barrier fixed between Japan and China ; as strong as that 
between China and all the rest of the world. When the Manchus 
overthrew the Ming dynasty 250 years ago, they maintained their hold 
over the Chinese by adopting, almost uniformly, Chinese customs and 
ideas. I have always been surprised that, having left so much as 
they found it, tho Manchus should have forced the tonsure upon the 
conquered * Chinese^ But it was almost the only respect in which 
they offended Chinese ideas, and they may be said to have nationalised 
themselves by adopting Confucianism. For this is the tie between all 
the various races that make up tho vast conglomeration that is called 
China. It is not only, or even chiefly, a religion ; the religion of the 
masses is mainly a muddle of Buddhistic idolatries. It is a common 
ethico-political bond, enabling millions of human beings to be 
governed from one centre. But Japan has cut herself off froofi 
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Chinese civilisation by adopting Occidentalism. She would, therefore, 
be as much handicapped in the endeavour to govern China as would 
any European nation ; without, of course, the same resources, and 
hampered by racial feud, of the extent and intensity of which the 
western world C9.n scarce form an idea. Fifty years ago, the cotfquest 
of China by Japan might* have meant merely a change of dynasty; 
now, it may mean a portentous explosion which may shako the whole 
world. 

“ It is not as if this were the first blow to the present dynasty. 
Circumstances have combined to weaken it. The death of the 
Emperor in 1861 left an heir, Tsai Ch’uii, of five years of age. The 
supreme authority was vested in a regency of two women, the widows 
of the dead Emperor. This regency continued until 1873, when the 
two regent empresses retired. Tsai Ch’un had reached the age of 
sixteen, when a Chinese attains his majority, and became Emperor. 
This young man died, however, in 1874-5, and a second regency 
followed, lasting for fourteen years, until the present Emperor Tsai Tien 
came of age and took over the reins. Thus for twenty-sij out of the 
last thirty-three years China has been governed by women- regents. 

‘‘ This is an old story, but people scarcely realise its importance. 
Women are not regarded with anything like the same contempt in 
China as in many other Oriental countries, nor are they under the 
same disqualifications. Still, as a Chinese statesman remarked to me 
on the occasion of the Emperors death, in 1861, feminine regencies 
are not regarded as bringing good luck. They have a bad record. 
The central authority is also weakened by the fact that the present 
Emperor is still a very young man. 

“ All this, however, would not so much matter if it were not that in 
China everything depends on the central authority. When the Emperor 
proves a man of grit, all may go well ; but otherwise the system is full 
of dangers. In some respects China seems to the outsider to be very 
much decentralised ; it is yet in all essentials the most centralised 
country in the world. Thousands of things are done by imperial 
decree which would be left elsewhere to local authorities ; and, if the 
imperial head is weak, China is correspondingly weak. 

“ The task of government, no doubt, has been made more easy by 
centuries of usage. I am convinced, from my own observations, that 
the Chinese are a very easy people to govern. I once made that 
remark to a Chinese statesman, and he replied, ‘ Yes, they are — if 
they have food.* My remark referred to their training in obedience 
to authority ; but I need not say that 1 fully admitted the soundness 
of his. He was thinking, I imagine, of the results of national 
calamities — flood, famine, earthquakes. But these, in the popular 
mind, are but manifestations of the wrath of Heaven, displeased at 
the misconduct or omissions of the government. And the govern- 
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ment is, unfortunately, not seldom responsible. If the central 
government becomes weak, corruption, always the bane of Chinese 
government, increases in the civil and military services, and brigand- 
age, with all its train of woe, is naturally the result. The Chinese 
will bear much from their government which we should not stand ; 
and perhaps wisely, as they are scarcely yet capable of self-govern- 
ment. But there is a point where their long suffering draws the line. 
Some of the most formidable rebellions in China have broken out 
through the failure of the government to give the soldiers their pay, 
or, in other words, the habit among the officers of intercepting the pay. 
Of such a kind, I should ^say, is the rebellion which, if we may 
believe the telegrams, is at present breaking out in some of the 
southern provinces. 

“•These rebellions are to be strictly distinguished from rebellions 
like that of the Mohammedans, or of the Taiping, which was a 
political rising grotesquely characterised by a hotch-potch of super- 
^ stitions. The Taiping were what the Chinese call yao-tsci, or relying 
on evil spirjf s, and they professed a creed which was a strange mixture 
of Christian and native ideas. The rebellions that will break out if 
the dynasty collapses will not necessarily be of this nature. They 
will, much ipaore probably, resemble the movement in the south of 
China, which, as you will have noted, has been described to us as the 
rebellion of the ho-IaOj or, as it may be freely translated, ‘ the Old 
Boys ’ or ‘ Comrades.’ This is military ; the men are ex-soldiers, 
protesting possibly with truth that arrears are due to them. Bub 
there are besides innumerable secret societies with which China is 
honeycombed, and which are always in a state of disaffection. They 
would all become a great source of disorder when they found them-* 
selves without any government to restrain them. There would be 
massacres of mandarins, and ruthless oppression all round of every- 
body who had anything to lose. 

“ I do not look for any combined action. Conflicting rebellions 
will break out in various parts of the empire. The ephemeral 
powers which will arise from these movements, partly political 
and partly, perhaps, superstitious, will, for the most part, be at con- 
flict with one another, and China will be thrown into very much the 
same condition as before the Mongol invasion in the thirteenth, and 
the Manchu invasion in the seventeenth century. She will, in short, 
present much the same phenomena as the peninsula of India did 
before our conquest ; the phenomena of warring princelings and 
usurpers, none of them strong enough to obtain the supreme power. 

“ This state of things, of course, cannot be the end. It is 
impossible that all the different Powers interested should leave China 
to anarchy. It is merely a question who should step in and when. 
And that is the reason why I say that the Chinese question is rapidly 
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attaining to the point of becoming a problem of first-class European 
importance. For the question threatens to be who is to interfere, 
Russia, England, Prance, or Germany ? Who shall have the governing 
and drilling of these great masses of hardy, obedient, and most 
governable people ? Even one slice of China, with its millions of 
potential soldiers, would give to any one European Power an enormously 
preponderant weight in the councils of the world.” 

“ Which Power do you imagine will take the lead in this race ? ” 

“ Without doubt, Russia. I do not say it in a spirit of hostility, 
but for the last fifty years Russia has been steadily Russianising the 
peoples of Central Asia, and Russia undoubtedly is in some ways 
better fitted for the absorption of Asiatic races than most Western 
Powers. The Russians manage to send out men of great ability for 
this work of expansion, and as a race they have a social charm and 
faculty of adaptation which gives them a peculiar power. We know 
some of their weaknesses. On the other hand, they have an immense 
capacity for drilling and organising, and this applied to the Chinese 
must produce results that would astonish the world. Tl^e Japanese 
need not be so confident that they are going to have the whole thing 
their own way. Should they win, and the game is as yet by no means 
over in their contest with China, they will still have Russia to deal 
with ; Russia conterminous with Chinese territory for, say, 4000 miles.” 

“ But up to the present Russia shows no sign of interference, 
and her Czar is away, and ill. May I ask on what your prognostica- 
tion is based ? ” 

“It is based on a general observation of tho tendency of Russia’s 
action during the last fifty years. I can remember having this first 
brought home to me, in the year 1846, by perusal of a book called 
‘ Jievelations of Russia,^ the predictions in which, however, concerned 
rather the centre of x\sia than the regions beyond. Our interference 
with Russia in her ambition for the settlement of the Eastern Question 
in Europe has driven the Levantine question further east. But in 
truth, the Levantine question apart, Russia’s desire for expansion had 
been pressing her eastward for years. Her later advance through 
Siberia has been almost unnoticed ; her annexation of more than half 
Manchuria in 1858 was hardly commented upon in Europe ; and her 
next-door neighbours are now China Proper and Ko;»ea. The common 
cry is that she is threatening India. So she may be, for she must 
regard us as a chief obstacle to her acquisition of Constantinople ; but 
in the far East her true objective is the Yellow Sea, and the coasts 
thereof. ” 

“ But to return to China. Do you not think that, even if defeated 
by Japan and attacked by Russia, and even if the dynasty falls, 
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350,000,000 Chinese would not make some attempt to defend them- 
selves ? Once more, is there not strength in numbers ? 

“ What defence would they have ? Their common tie gone, they 
would merely disintegrate into a number of warring groups, formidable 
to one another and not to the enemy. With the fall of the imperial 
power goes that of every provincial official, for he is a foreigner in the 
province, and out of sympathy with his neighbours. You have no idea 
besides of the apathy of the Chinese. I can remember an instance of 
the type of fatalism that prevails among Chinese officials. When the 
Taiping were driven from Nanking, and marched further south, they fell 
upon a populous city of some 700,000 people, and captured it without a 
blow, themselves being armed merely with wands, and seated upon 
bare horses. This news I conveyed to a Chinese official,, high in 
rank. ‘ Yes,’ he said, calmly, ‘ I had heard that that town was 
taken,’ and made no further comment. * It’s like our luck,' said 
another, on a similar occasion. 

; “ It is this attitude that the Chinese too readily take up towards 
most of their misfortunes. The consequence is, that gradually the 
State has l^st all its tributaries. It has lost Tonquin, Cochin China, 
and Annam to France, Burmah to us, half of Kuldja to Bussia, and 
in 1877—8 it allowed Japan to alienate the Islands of Liu-chu without 
an effort beyond remonstrance. The Formosan affair in 1874 was 
another instance of China’s torpor. The crew' of a Liu-chu junk 
had been murdered by the Formosans, and the Japanese Government 
demanded a heavy compensation. After much trouble the Japanese 
were persuaded to leave Formosa for half a million taels. In 1877, 
however, China did not get off so easily. She protested against the 
deposition of her vassal, but she was unprepared to do more for him. 
Ever since 1874, as it is affirmed, it has been Japan’s ambition, by 
the subjugation of Korea, to indemnify herself for her failure to 
gain Formosa. China has lost, let it be remembered, all her tribu- 
taries except Korea. Korea is the last of her vassals, and it will be 
impossible for her to desert Korea without a terrible loss of dignity 
and self-respect. It is an old bone of contention between the nations. 
Japan has tried to conquer Korea before. Throe centuries before 
Christ an Empress-Kegent of Japan did conquer it. She bore the 
significant name of Jingo.” 

‘‘ Then you consider this latest war merely a step in the waning 
of China ? To what, then, do you attribute this strange military 
weakness in a nation famed for its pride ? Surely, if China considers 
all the rest of the world to be tributaries, she must do something to 
justify the boast ? ” 

China’s pride is merely one among the thousand and one contra- 
dictions that you find in that strange country. J ust as the Chinese 
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are both the most caltured and the most ignorant of races, just as their 
civilisation is the oldest and yet the least developed, so the Chinese are 
both the least humble and the least military of all the races in the 
world. It is an entire mistake to construe thetr pride as the pride 
of the soldier and the adventurer. It is purely and simply the pride 
of the don scholastic. To understand the pride of China, you 
should have lived in one of our university towns half a century ago. 
It is academic pride in its original form. Thus it comes to pass that, 
with all her pretensions to supreme power, China has ever been the 
least aggressive of Eastern races. 

“ One might almost say she is too proud to be aggressive. Scholastic 
culture is the grand desideratum in China, and, by a natural sequence 
of ideas, the trade of the soldier is considered as vile and unworthy. 
The consequence is, as Mr, Curzon points out in his able book, 
that the officers of her army are chosen from the remnants left over 
from the lettered service. This is why the Chinese army is, in 
general, so shockingly led. Gordon showed that if the Chinese 
were properly headed they were as good as any troops in the world ; 
but with incompetent officers, each acting upon his ov^n responsi^ 
bility, no troops in the world could fight well. 

‘‘Again, one might say that Chinese antipathy to war is largely derived 
from the precepts of Confucius. In regard to violence, Confucius 
comes to very much the same conclusions as the Quaker, only by a 
different route. He condemns violence, not because it is immoral, 
so much as because it is indecorous ; if a man spits in your face, he 
preaches, it is more becoming not to resent it. Or rather, you are 
forbidden to be violent, not because of any injury to others so much 
as on account of the injury to yourself. I have known a Chinese 
remonstrate with his foreign pupil against boating : it was so undig- 
nified. By enforcing an extreme of meekness Confucius did not 
mean, as far as one can judge, to inculcate a spirit of Christian 
humility so much as that spirit of dignified reserve and immovable 
calm to which one sees some approximation in the educated Chinese. 
It now looks as if the Chinese were in peril of being destroyed by the 
weapons of Confucian civilisation rather than condescend to the loss of 
deportment necessitated by their use. 

“ It is true that circumstances have latterly driven China to pay some 
attention to foreign affairs. The war with England and Eranco in 1860, 
the unceasing advance of Russia, the late aggressions of France, and the 
threatening attitude of Japan, have, in some sort, occupied the minds 
and thoughts of many leading Chinese. The first effect of the war 
of 1860, by which foreign Ministers were installed at Peking, was the 
creation of an imposing foreign Ministry under the title of the Tsung- 
li-Yamen, at the Board of which oflScers of State do really frequently 
assemble and endeavour to grapple with the affairs of the world. I 
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have frequently had to engage in negotiations with its members ; and 
I cannot say that I agree with Mr. Gurzon in the low estimate he has 
formed of them. He represents them as a ‘ scratch lot ’ chosen 
from other Ministries; but this system of official pluralities is 
frequently employed elsewhere, and implies no slur, as he seems to 
imagine, on foreign nations. Bather it is a compliment, because in 
that way the State chooses its best men. Of course, no Chinese 
pretends* to regard any single outside Power as anything else but 
an intolerable nuisance, or as possessing any approximate claim to 
intellectual equality with China. 

“ The classical instance of her assumption of superiority is the long 
struggle over the how-tow. The chief foreign question in China during 
the past hundred years had been the claim of the Celestial that all 
representatives of foreign Powers should perform the hoxo-tow on 
being presented to the Emperor ; in other words, should kneel thrice 
and knock the forehead on the ground nine times. No Englishman 
has ever done this; Lord Macartney dropped on one knee in 1793, 
but he never kow-towed. In 1873 five foreign Bepresentatives, of 
whom I w»s one, were received by the Emperor standing. There 
was much dissatisfaction among many Englishmen, rellected, I see, 
by Mr. Curzon, that we should have been received in the hall 
usually reserved for tributaries. I cannot say that I altogether shared 
these criticisms. Tlie ceremony was entirely different. With a 
Power like China, you must be content to move step by step', and the 
concession, much as it left to bo desired, must have been a great 
strain on her pride. 

" But her pride, as I have said, is the pride of the don, and not wholly 
unartificial. The Chinese combines with his affectation of superiority a 
very shrewd appreciation of dangers that may come from the outer world. 
The * Yamen ’ was in my time by no means without ability, although 
that could not be said of all its members. Critics have com- 
plained that the Chinese have a way of repeating all you have 
said after you have refuted them. That, so far as my experience goes, 
is the way with diplomatists all over the world ; it is certainly the 
habit of the Japanese as well as the Chinese. I do not deny that the 
Chinese diplomatist is a very aggravating personage, but that is, after 
all, exactly whal he aims at being. And I have no doubt that he has 
formed equally str(^ng opinions about us.’^ 

“ But if the ablest Chinese so fully realise the weakness of their 
position, how is it that nothing is done ? How is it that Japan finds 
her totally unprepared after so many warnings ? ” 

Ah, how and why indeed. It is another characteristic Chinese' 
contradiction. Chinese perceptions are on onie side, Chinese instincts 
and methods of reasoning are on the other. The sentiment of China 



THE CHIN0-JAPANE8E CONFLICT. 


619 


was very well represented by a Chinese statesman who said to mo : 
* We intend to adopt Western machinery, but we shall keep our 
old customs and our old morality/ The more acute Japanese, on 
the other hand, clearly perceives that you cannot have one vrithout 
the other, and that the machinery of Western life is merely the fruit, 
so to speak, of the ideas that underlie it. The consequence with 
China is that her attempts to adopt Western “udeas have been con- 
tinually defeated by her adherence to ancient and invincible custom. 
Those mouldy torpedo boats referred to are typical of much. The 
Chinese Government gets as far as to use a European for building and 
organising a factory, and then the impulse is exhausted. * It hopes, 
doubtless, that in this way it will get all it requires out of the West, 
while at the same time keeping it at arm’s length. 

“Take one instance of its backwardness — the difficulty of com- 
munication in China. In 1874, when Mr. Margary was murdered, I 
had to send a party to Yunnan from Hankow, under Mr. Thomas 
Grosvenor. Yunnan is in south-western China, on the border of 
Burmah, the scene of the outrage. Will you believe that my party 
occupied three mouths on the journey ? As long as sucfi travelling 
is the rule, how is it possible for China to have any command over the 
forces which are scattered over her great empire ? Her empire is at 
present in' danger froni an attack on Manchuria, and China finds her- 
self unable to concentrate any troops except those in the immediate 
neighbourhood. The troops in the southern provinces are, in fact, far 
less available for her use than are the troops stationed in England for 
the use of our Government in India. 

“ China, I allow, is not solely to blame in all this. JCurope is very 
willing to blame her for not adopting European drill and discipline ; 
but she has done something to discourage her. After her experience 
of Gordon, she was strongly inclined to officer her army with Euro- 
peans ; but Mr. Frederick Bruce dissuaded her from doing so. He 
pointed out, what was perfectly true, that foreign officers drawn from 
large Powers, ourselves included, might become a danger to China in 
the event of foreign complications, or might be forbidden to fight in 
time of war. This line of argument partly dissuaded the Chinese 
from employing foreign officers as a rule. Mr. Bruce’s recommenda- 
tion that she should obtain officers from smaller States, was, on the 
other part, discouraged by other foreign advisers. 

Mr. Curzon somewhat misses the point when he numbers among 
the weaknesses of China the decentralisation of her provincial govern- 
ment. It is true that her fleets are provincial fleets, and are 
theoretically under provincial governors. But this is only an 
administrative arrangement. The fleets are always under the control 
of an imperial decree, and if they arc not properly concentrated at 
the right time, it is certainly not from excess of local control. Mr. 
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Curzon speaks of the weakness of the Chinese fleets against the French 
at Formosa in 1883, and seems to convey the idea that each fleet 
acted on its initiative. But the fact that the French were allowed to 
fight the fleets in detail was the fault, if of any one, of the high 
authorities at lacking. The provincial governors are allowed to 
organise their own fleets — and even, as in the case of Li Hung-Chang, 
import their armies — but their use for imperial objects is entirely 
under the control of the central government. The fact that the 
governors should be allowed as much power as this is a very striking 
example of decentralisation. On the other hand, both the governors 
and the mandarins, and all the representatives of imperial power in 
the provinces, are strangers in the towns where they live, and are 
completely under the control of the vermilion pencil, even in the 
smallest matters. No civilian, even in the lower grades, may hold 
office in his own province. In some respects the governors are 
allowed an extraordinary amount of independence, but in others 
they are entirely powerless. All centres at the head, and if the 
head were to fall, all the limbs would go with it.” 

% 

“ But is it not possible that a strong and able Chinese like 
Li Hung-Chang would endeavour to found a dynasty on his own 
account? Surely the fact that he is a pure Chinese must give him 
considerable strength as against a foreign dynasty like the present?” 

‘^No, I do not think that there is the remotest chance of Li Hung- 
Chang pretending to the throne. Englishmen’s ideas on this subject 
remind me of what Napoleon said after the battle of Waterloo : 

^ I suppose that the Duke of Wellington will now aim at the throne of 
England.^ This remark showed that ho did not understand the 
temper of a loyal Englishman. It is just as difficult for us to under- 
stand the sentiment erf loyalty that is general in China, Obedience 
to the Emperor, so long as he is seated on the throne, stands 
together with obedience to parents as an essential part and parcel of 
duty. The Confucian training which a Chinese like Li Hung-Chang 
has absorbed from his earliest years has ingrained this habit of 
obedience until it has become a second nature. Besides, no Chinese 
is ever a revolutionary in our sense. The Chinese have, it is true, 
accepted rule from without, but it is always to the successful foreigner. * 
His success showed that Heaven was with him. The Chinese is no 
Rousseau ; he does not argue from premisses but from precedents, and 
precedents are all in favour of the existing order. Li Hung-Chang 
is an able man enough, but he has never shown ambition of the kind. 
He is an old man of 73 years, and throughout a trying career his 
unswerving fidelity has never been doubted by the Court.” 

There is one question. Sir Thomas Wade, that cannot help being 
of great interest to Englishmen. If fate prove against the dynasty. 
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and China be thrown into confusion, what will be the result to the 
foreign inhabitants of the Treaty Ports ? Will the Englishmen settled 
in China be in great danger ? ” 

“ No, except from their own fears. The timidity and liability to 
alarm among the foreign settlers is really their chief danger. Any 
aggressive action on their part would naturally provoke reprisals ; but 
left to themselves I do not believe that the Chinese will injure them. 
My view is supported by what occurred during the Taiping rebellion, 
when half China was in flames, and yet no foreigners were molested 
at the Treaty Ports. And this was in spite of the fact that some 
foreign missionaries, hearing vaguely that the leader of the Taipings 
had Christian ideas, had indiscreetly said and done things calculated 
to encourage the rebels. We heard more than once of Taiping 
rebels boasting that they had received an invitation from the Christians. 

“ Of course, it is natural that men whose vocation is peace, and 
whose responsibilities are great, should feel ^anxious, and it is but 
right that we should support our subjects by our fleet. It would be 
wise perhaps if some of the inland missionaries were to withdraw to 
the Ports. But I think that a greater danger, if the war be pro- 
tracted, is the possible refusal of the Japanese to recognise the 
immunity of the Treaty Ports, and to exempt them from bombard- 
ment.^ It is said that they have promised to respect Shanghai ; but 
the necessities of war may not permit them to keep such a promise, 
and it is obvious that it cannot be more than provisional. It is 
quite possible that the Japanese Admirals, on the ground that the 
'Freaty Ports are really Chinese territory, might refuse to concede 
to them any immunity from the accidents of war. 

“If China should really fall into complete confusion, it is equally 
possible that European nations may be forced to intervene for the 
protection of their various subjects. It is from some such cause, 
indeed, that I apprehend a beginning of those foreign complications 
which will cause this, as I said before, to become a great world-ques- 
tion. One nation after another may be dragged in to protect its 
subjects, and the jealousy of one another among European J^owers 
may prevent any such combined action as the situation might demand." 

“ But, roughly speaking, and assuming the victory of Japan, what 
do you suppose will be the order of intervention ? 

“ Japan will, if victoriou.% I suppose, attempt to organise Korea as 
part of her dominions. She may even endeavour to annex part of 
China. It matters little at what point she stops. At one moment or 
another in t^iis development of events Russia must step in and Japan 
will begin to discover the true nature of the part that she has played. 
Whether she wins or loses, I think it quite certain that Japan in the 
end will have to pay the piper. If she loses, she will have to pay to 
China ; if she wins, to Russia. So much for the first step. The 
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intervention of Bassia on the north, I cannot but assume, would be 
quickly followed by the intervention of France on the south. The 
informal alliance between these Powers will naturally incline France 
to follow suit in anything that Bussia may do. But, apart from that, 
France has, or believes that she has, a complaint of some standing 
against China for her alleged conduct on the Tonquin frontier, and it 
would be but natural to expect that she would use the opportunity 
of settling her account. 

“ Left to themselves, it is possible that Bussia and France might 
be minded to partition China. But it is not in the slightest degree 
probable that they will be left to themselves. Germany, one would 
think, could hardly allow cither France or Bussia to gain such an 
enormous accession of strength, without a word in the matter. Nor 
could America be indifferent. Her interests in the Pacific have been 
steadily increasing of late years. She cannot ignore the Pacific, and, 
with all her realitjf or affectation of non-interference in outside 
affairs, she could scarcely stand idly by while changes so vast were 
taking place on the other side of the great ocean. It is idly 
whispered ^that her sympathies incline her to Japan. And then, 
when all other Powers were dragged in, is it not possible that we 
nolens volens might bring up the rear ? ” 

“ You say, Sir Thomas, that Japan will in the end have to pay the 
piper, and you intimate that she is playing the part of one who is 
dragging the chestnuts out of the fire for the good of Western 
civilisation. What motive do you suppose is instigating tTaioan in 
her war against China ? ” 

“ Experts tell me that now, as in 1874, the reformers are striving 
to divert the generality from home politics by war abroad. Even 
without this we have to reckon with the over-excitability of a young 
race that has acquired new strength and wishes to put it to the test. 
Japan, as we have seen, has an old quarrel and more quarrels than 
one with China ; all memories that feed the war-spirit. 

But the factor of domestic complications is not to bo ignored and it 
may indeed be the mainspring of the war. The recent elections in 
Japan, and the need of the Government to gain prestige in face of 
their critics, all these are influences of which it is difficult to esti- 
mate the importance at this distance/’ 

“Do you think that Japan’s quarrel is just, or that her victory is 
desirable for the good of the world ? ” 

“ I have implied that a final victory by Japan would be followed, 
in my belief, by the extinction of Chinese nationality. I have 
blamed China in many ways, but I should much grieve to see her 
broken up or destroyed. She has many splendid qualities. 1 fully 
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admit that the acceptiveness of Japan has astonished most of the oldest 
residents in the far East, nor can I say that any of pa in China, at the 
time of the great change, for a moment supposed that Japan would 
succeed as she has done in adopting Western ideas. After the 
extraordinary examples of adaptability that she has given us, it 
seems impossible to place any limit upon her powers in that direction. 
She may even, it seems to me, some day collectively adopt English as 
the national language. The nation that can, for instance, plant two 
schools side by side, one on the basis of rationalism, the other of 
Christianity, merely as sociological experiments, lias audacity illimit- 
able. And yet, so far as my experience of the two races goes, 
China is possessed of many of the solid moral qualities that Japan 
seems wholly to lack. The Chinese are a more dignified and 
thoughtful race. They have more real gravity, and, I should say, a 
higher sense of moral duty. Though not possessed of our ideas of 
chivalry, they have a far greater respect for women than the Japanese. 
They seem purer in their lives and talk. But I only know what I 
know of the Japanese by hearsay, and they have moved of late years 
with such rapidity that my appreciations may be obsolete In some 
important particulars the Japanese are unquestionably ahead of their 
rivals, notably in cleanliness. And even in their superstitions I am 
disposed to believe they have nothing that dips them so deep in 
impracticability as that most puerile of bondages the f^ng-shui, the 
air and water influences, without consultation of which it is difficult 
to say what building can be built, what grave can be dug, what act 
of life can be performed in China. 

“Still I do like the Chinese, and honour them in many ways, and 
it would go to my heart to see them stamped out as a nation. They 
possess some undoubtedly groat moral ideas, upon which their civilisa- 
tion has really been based, or it would not have continued for so many 
centuries. Their governors and their civil servants are chosen by a 
test of merit, and a test to which we are ourselves the latest of 
converts. The elaborate examination system of China is democratic 
in the sense of ensuring that the civil servants chosen may come from 
any section of the people. The mandarins, be it, often lean on 
the letter of their elaborate education, as lawyers on cases ; but their 
acquaintance with the law, history, and philosophy of their own 
country is a colossal accomplishment. Their political system is based 
on the idea that government is not for the governors but for the 
governed, and so far it is a good system. Of course, I do not say 
that those so educated are all fully actuated by the principles that 
they profess. 

* Video meliora proboque 
Deteriora sequor/ 

is as true of a Chinese as it is of a European. The mandarin is full of 
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the loftiest precepts^ and yet he embezzles and takes bribes for his 
judicial decisions; now even as in the days of Confucius. He jobs 
too. The habit of helping friends and relatives to offices in the State 
is iuQurably ingrained in the Chinese nature. The custom of advancing 
‘ men of one’s own year,’ or college-friends, or their friends, has the 
tradition of centuries behind it. Sfone of these things are according 
to Confucius. But may I ask whether all our actions are in harmony 
with the Sermon on the Mount or the Ten Commandments ? of which 
law, be it remembered, they have heard- little until recently. 
Through ages of darkness they have been a law unto themselves. 
Speaking for myself, I have often wondered that they are no 
worse.” 

j 

“ In your estimate of the future you are not consoled by the 
thought that all this will prevent the verification of Mr. Pearson’s 
prophecy that the world may be swamped by the yellow race ? ” • 

Such a speculation appears to me, to say the least, premature. 
Besides the fact that China is not in the least degree aggressive, she 
has a vast'''territory to fill at home, which no Chinese leaves with a 
good will. It is a territory greater than any which has ever in 
other regions of the earth fallen under one name in a form so com- 
pact. Its combination in one empire and survival through the ages 
may in part be explained by the physical fact that this great area 
is surrounded by great mountains and deserts, and, except on its 
seaboard, has been in the past only subject to invasion on one side on 
its northern frontier, which is loosely defined by the Great Wall. It 
is unscientific to speak of this area as inhabited by one race. When 
you speak of the Chinese you mean a vast conglomerate of races — 
over which Confucianism has spread to make them think alike and 
act alike, and, once the Manchu came, the tonsure to make them 
look alike. Their weakness is that, mighty nation as they are, the 
spirit of nationality is not intense, and in this they are in remarkable 
contrast with the Japanese. But the idea that they will conquer 
the world is hardly before us at this moment, is it ? The more 
important question to be decided during the next few weeks is, Will 
they be able tq prevent the Japanese conquering them ? And if they 
do not, then, it seems to me, the crucial question of the future will 
be, not whether ^ey will absorb the Western nations, but which 
Western nation will absorb China ? For whichever among the great 
Powers has the Chinese to serve him, is in a fair way to devour all 
the rest.” 

# ♦ * ♦ * 

I have read the above Note of my interview, and I seer that I 
must have very imperfectly answered one of the last questions put to 
me, whether, namely, in my opinion, Japan’s quarrel is just, and 
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whether her triamph ia the pending contest would be desirable in 
the interest of the world ? 

If my interpretation of Japan’s motive in entering into this quarrel, 
my charitable assumption that the war is due largely to the youthful 
restlessness of a Power commencing a new career, be correct, it follows 
iogically that I do not find in Japan’s claim to the championship 
of Korean civilisation, on which she relies 'for her defence against 
criticism, sufficient explanation or excuse of her unexpected resort to 
arms ; her own interests or safety, as I understand the question, 
being in no sense imperilled by the backwardness of Korea, whether 
this be attributable to a reactionary disposition on the part of China, 
or otherwise. As a hearty well-wisher of Japan, I deplore her act, 
and not the leas because of her apology for it. 

As to the other part of the question, the possible advantage to 
mankind of the triumph of Japan in the present war, as I have said 
with reference to Mr. Pearson's prediction, speculation on a question 
of the kind appears to me somewhat premature; but I cannot imagine, 
I must confess, that within a reasonable limit of tirno an^such benefit 
is likely to result to the world as will counterbalance tlie misery that 
must for years be the lot of China’s millions, as the logical conse- 
quence of lier conquest by Japan. The Japanese, naturally, must 
attempt to impose themselves as a government upon the Chinese 
nation. In an attempt to that end, for the reasons given above, I 
feel satisfied that the Japanese will fail. Could they Iiopo to be left to 
struggle single-handed with the Chinese, they would fail ; and in the 
inevitable conflict with other Powers that I conceive certain to follow 
upon their failure, their own independence would more than possibly 
be compromised. To state the nearer outlook briefly, victory such as 
the Japanese are hoping to achieve would mean annihilation of 
Chinese nationality, to be in due time followed by a like suppression 
of her conqueror. What advantages are to be ultimately derived 
by the outer world from causes so awful to contemplate, is a problem 
which I must leave to more mature experience to solve. 

Thomas E'kaxcis Wade. 
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THE DESTRUCTION OF THE BOARD 
SCHOOL. 


I T is beginning to be felt by many that the School Board contest 
now proceeding in London is of national importance. The 
millions of the great city are not easily stirred ; but the magnitude 
of the interests at stake in this controversy is slowly but steadily 
taking possession of the sluggish consciousness of the metropolis and 
goading it to action. The issues are not local and transitory ; they 
are far-reaching and enduring. They do not merely involve the 
training in body, mind and heart of the 500,000 children committed 
to the care of the London School Board, but also the future of every 
School Board in the kingdom, and the welfare of unborn genera- 
tions of men. London “ sets the style." Its School Board system has 
been accepted in many quarters as a model, its Biblical syllabus 
followed as a pattern, its regulations for religious teaching welcomed 
as a guide. So that whilst primarily the votes cast in the urns on 
Thursday, the 22nd of November, will determine the persomiel of the 
administration of the elementary tuition of the children within the 
metropolitan area for the next triennial period, actually those votes 
will also fix the lines of our educational evolution for years to come, 
and possibly for generations. Not for herself alone, but for England, 
must Loudon answer the question of the maintenance and development 
of our new National School system along broad, universal and 
popular lines, offering their advantages to the whole of the children 
of the people irrespective of class and of creed ; or whether it shall 
be reorganised on the principle of a narrow, partisan and hampering 
sectarianism, creative of endless strife and bitterness, fostering 
monopoly and class privilege, and imperilling the strength, clearness 
and efficiency of our training. More and more it becomes apparent 
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that this is one of our “ decisive battles/' an educational Marathon or 
Waterloo. 

Wise and serious jnen shrink with almost unconquerable reluctance 
from the controversy. They see, however it may end, it is full of 
peril to reverence and faith, to justice and love, to education and 
religion, to all the most sacred interests of life, and to every force 
by which men and nations grow. The conditions of the strife are 
complex, comprehensive, and confusing. They strike deep, and cover 
wide. areas. No educational or religious interest is left untouched. 
Ostensibly we are debating the teaching of the principles of the 
Christian religion and morals to children ; but, as a matter of fact, 
we are determining the question of the destruction of the national 
system of elementary education initiated by Mr. Forster's Act of 1870. 
The air is full of cries about “ definite Christian teaching ” ; but in- 
extricably mixed up with that subject are the efficiency of our Board 
School work, the sufficiency of the accommodation for the children, 
the adequacy of the apparatus for tuition, and even the sanitary state 
of the schools. The doctrinal substance of the creeds of the Churches 
is alleged to be the real stake of the battle ; but it raises £he problem 
of the true method of instructing the minds of children in religion, 
the limitations of the liberty of the teacher, the relation of national 
to sectarian education, the conversion of Board Schools into theo- 
logical seminaries, Bible or no Bible, Bible without creed and without 
priests ; or with one or both, and if so, which is to be the ‘‘ creed," 
and who is to be the priest ? Christians are divided against each 
other. The Catholic is in revolt against his Cardinal, the Evangelical 
is opposed to the Anglo-Catholic, and the Conformist against the 
Nonconformist. Good men needlessly charge one another with being 
enemies of religion, when accuser and accused are giving their lives 
for the Gospel, and know no passion so strong as that of loyal and 
loving obedience to Jesus Christ. Indeed, in this century of religious, 
political, and social warfare, there has not been a controversy in which 
such momentous interests have been imperilled or such bewildering 
and confusing issues raised. He who can enter into such a war with 
a light heart must surely want a well-trained head. 

J'athetic as it is that the wise are grave and apprehensive as they 
face this uprising strife, ft is even more unfortunate that the majority 
are so lamentably unprepared. The battle is a surprise to Londoners. 
They did not expect it, and they do not even yet see its real character. 
The combatants have been sleeping securely in their tents, and as 
they hear the bugle calling to, the arena, they are not perfectly sure 
as to who are their real foes or what is their strength. Socrates, the 
ecclesiastical historian, compares the theological controversies of the 
fitth century to a battle in the night, where each party from ignorance 
of the exact meaning of the terms used, numbered amongst its 
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adherents foes and friends fighting on the same side. It is likely 
we shall not escape that mistake in the forthcoming encounter. For 
twenty- four years we have dwelt under our School Board vine and 
fig' tree, only very occasionally startled by the winds that disturbed 
their branches. The “ Cowper-Temple clause,” it was admitted, 
was not flawless perfection ; but it met a diflicult problem in 
an entirely English way, and went far to solve it, if not on its 
theoretical, yet on its practical side ; and then the stipulations of 
the London School Board — (1) that portions of the Bible should be 
read by the children ; and (2) explained in a manner suited to the 
capacities of the children ; and (3) that the teachers should not in 
Utter or spirit introduce any formularies or catechisms of a distinctive 
denominational character ; and (4), finally, that their work should be 
subjected to the inspection of trained minds — all this constituted so 
moderate, sensible, and just a policy, that we had begun to think 
that an educational settlement had been satisfactorily accomplished. 
Now and again we heard that the relations between the supporters of 
“ Voluntary Schools ” and the advocates of the New Nationalism in 
education ^were often strained and sometimes laden with menace, 
and perilous comparisons were instituted between the solid advances 
in efficiency and in popular favour of the Board Schools as against the 
somewhat hesitating and reluctant improvements in the denominational 
schools ; but still no one anticipated a year ago that the whirlwinds 
of religious strife wore to be let loose with such unparalleled fierceness 
and fury. In fact many felt that Lord Shaftesbury was, after all, 
quite right about the “religious difficulty,” when he said in 1870 : 
“ There is no religious difficulty. The whole argument turns upon 
the supposition that the education is meant for persons of mature age 
—people with a sort of insatiable appetite for dogma of every 
description.” 

Of course, Boman Catholics did not acquiesce in the arrangement ; 
but Nonconformists, though not regarding the “ compromise as 
ideally perfect, and always maintaining that it was not theoretically 
just, or in accord with their conviction that the State, whilst swayed 
in all its action by principles of righteousness and justice, should not con- 
cern itself with the teaching of religion ; yet felt that their opposition 
had been conquered, and they were so generally co-operative with the 
method that the solitary voices which were lifted up in favour of the ex- 
clusion of Bible instruction from our National Schools seemed a little 
belated. Nor have educationalists hesitated to speak well of its operation, 
or inspectors to signalise its efficiency, and parents have been so content 
that the “ Conscience Clause ” has teen employed in a most sparing 
degree. In short, and speaking generally, the nation had accepted 
Sections VII. and XIV. of the Education Act of 1870, together with 
the resolution of March 8, 1871, of the London School Board pro- 
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viding for Bible-reading as the working basis of its primary educa- 
tion. This moderate and reasonable policy had worked so admirably 
that we were beginning to look back on the Forster epoch in onr 
national education as one of the brightest periods of our historyi and 
as Mr. George Bussell, M.P., says : We were moving along in the 
comfortable assurance that the London School Board was doing its 
duty, and quietly, harmoniously and progressively doing the work 
committed to it by the Education Act of 1870/* 

Who, then, has broken the national quiet, stopped the nation’s work, 
and summoned the forces of the storm ? Three years ago not a hint was 
given of any crusade against the “ compromise,” nor was there a 
whisper of dissatisfaction with its working. Election addresses and can- 
didates were eloquent about the necessity of not injuring ‘‘ Voluntary 
Schools,” of avoiding extravagance, of the folly of purchasing pianos 
to teach musical drill, the establishment of swimming baths in crowded 
districts, and, last of all and chiefly, of the stolid apathy of the whole 
electorate. But there was not a shadow of a mandate from the con- 
stituencies in 1891 to make war against the compromise.” The 
parents were content with it. Managers were rarely, if^at all, dis- 
turbed by any infraction of it. The teachers worked batisfactorily 
under it. The churches voiced no protest. But one eager, resolute, 
restless, and aggressive Anglo-Catholic, who had found a place on the 
Board as a defender of Church Schools ” and a bitter enemy of 

undenominational ” Christianity, convinced himself bf his mission ; 
and as the CImrch Review of February 22, speaking of the agitation, 
says, “ This result, as we all know, has been brought about by the 
band of Churchmen on the Board led by Mr. Athelstan Riley. It 
has been left to the High Church party on the Board to represent and 
defend Christianity.” 

Not immediately though did Mr. Riley persuade his colleagues of 
the need for his revolutionary work. At first they did not take hie 
action seriously. He and Mr. Coxhead stood alone, and Canon 
Bristow himself arranged to move the “previous question.” The 
Canon failed to keep his promise, remained in his seat, and the fight 
commenced ; but so lately as March 2, 1893, the. Board decided by 
28 to 16 “ to adhere to the scheme of Biblical and religious teaching 
which was settled by the first Board, and has remained in force down 
to the present time.” Canon Bristow was one of tile twenty- eight.* 

But the entire history of the acrimonious contest within the Boards 
the story of its defence and exposition before the English Church Union 
and in the Press, leaves no room to question the reiterated asser- 
tions of the Gtiardian and the CImrch Times that Mr. Athelstan Riley 
has the distinction of being the sole, though assisted, author of this 

* For an account of the controversy at the Board and the votes of members, see 

The Case against Digglcism,” pp. 18-25. London : Alexander & Shej^heard. 
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entire movement ; and that to his strength of conviction, inflexible 
pertinacity afld unsubduable will, it owes its present notoriety and 
power. Therefore, it is imperative that reasoning men in estimating 
accurately and fully this movement, in its contents and drift, cha- 
racter and aim, shall not only take account of technical changes in 
bye-laws, and the declarations of circulars ” but shall also examine 
the speeches, acts and personality of the creator of the revolution. 


Now one of the chief reasons assigned for this sudden and 
menacing change is that the “ compromise ** has become inoperative. 
Twenty-four years have tested it and revealed its weak places. 
Applicable as it may have been at the commencement of a new epoch 
in primary education, it fails to meet, it is alleged, the exigencies of 
the present time. It allows too much liberty to the teacher, and 
accredits him with a sort of “ divine right as an expositor of 
Scripture. The teacher is absolute master of the situation. He may 
teach error. He can omit a fact he does not understand or 
disbelieves. He may insinuate doubt. He may fail in reserve. In 
fact, it was* such “ reserve ** in instructing infants that formed the 
starting-point of the agitation against the “ compromise,” * and that 
suggests, if it does not prove, that the real cause of the opposition to 
the “ compromise ” was not in the “ case ” itself, but in the pre- 
judgments and purposes of Mr. lliley and the Eev. J. J. Coxhead. 

But this doctrine of the divine right ” of the Board School teacher 
to do or not do as he pleases will not bear the search-light of fact. First 
of all, the teacher is limited in the direction of “ religious catechisms 
and formularies distinctive of any pjirticular denomination.'' If he is 
a Baptist he is forbidden to give his interpretation of New Testament 
baptism, and he knows it. Again, he is controlled by the Board. 
Caprice is excluded as to the passages of the Bible he may read. 
The syllabus, drawn up with great skill and discrimination for each 
standard, is before him, and he must keep within it : and his explana- 

* Cf. Guardian, November 16, 1892. Letter by the Rev. J. J. Coxhead ; “ I have 
been, this morning, present in one of these Board Schools during the viva voce examina' 
tion of the children by the teachers. In the lir^t room to which I entere<l 1 heard 
these questions, ‘ What was the name of the inotlier of Jesus ? ’ * What was the name 
of the father ? ’ Every child that the teacher called upon answered ‘Joseph.’ Not a 
word was said to ‘imply the existence of His divine nature. The teacher was a head 
mistress of an infants’ department.” 

Observe (1) that tlfe pupils are in the infant cla.ss ; (2) that the lesson w'as from 
Luke ii. 48 : “ And when they saw him they were amazed ; and his mother said unto 
him, Son, why hast thou thus dealt with us ? behold thy father and 1 have sought thee 
sorrowing ’* ; (3) that the rules of the Board direct that such explanations shall be 
given as arfe suited to the capacities of children ; (4) that even Mr. Riley^s notice of 
motion retained the clause enjoining the adaptation of expositions of Scripture to the 
capacities of children. It ran : “ That the teachers of the Board be informed that 
when the religious instruction for the day is given on passages from the Bible which 
refer to Christ,* the children are to be distinctly taught that Christ is God, and such 
explanations of the doctrine of the Holy Trinity are to be given as may be suited to 
their capacities ” : (5) Who that has any experience of children of six or eight years 
of age, would anticipate anything but confusion in any endeavours to explain to them 
the relation of the statement in Luke ii. 48 to the afliimations of the Nicene Creed ? 
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tions must be such as are not beyond the grasp of youthful auditors. 
Moreover, inspectors are appointed to see that all Board School 
instruction is given eflSciently and in accordance with the provisions 
of both the statute and the bye-law. And lastly, the managers ” 
who have the appointment of the teachers can judge his character, 
inspect his work, and deal with any infraction of the laws. With 
such provisions as these, surely it cannot bo taken for granted that 
the Board School teachers have failed in faithfulness to the “ com- 
promise.” It must be proved, and fully proved. 

In investigating the work of the teachers we naturally expect to 
discover, in so large a body, and in such an age, a few open to suspicion. 
When we think of the intellectual diflSculties of the time, of the shift- 
ings of thought, the activity of criticism, the divergences of opinion as, 
for example, in a Farrar and a King, a Haweis and a Oore, a Jfrancis 
Peek and Viscount Halifax, we anticipate that some of the 8000 Board 
School teachers may have caught the infection of scepticism and have 
failed to retain the faith of their early days whole and undofiled. But 
if the verdict of competent witnesses is allowed, then the combined 
testimony of Archbishop Benson, Hev. C. J. Eidgeway, Mr. Henry 
Gover, and the inspectors, constitutes an undeniable rt fufation of the 
charge that the “ compromise ” has failed. Witnesses of greater 
authority, and evidence of stronger cogency, can hardly be produced 
for any cause : * and in the face of the nearly complete absence of 
rebutting testimony, the conclusion is abundantly warranted, that in 


* This evidence is so comprehensive and convincing, that it is desirable to set it out 
witli some detail. Cf. Letter from the rrimatc : “ 1 believe the Christian religion to 
bo very well taught in many Ihjard Schools. I have heard Hoard School teachers 
ealled ihe evangelists of some huge districts.” And again, lie says (speaking at the 
Canterbury Diocesan Conference on July 18 last), ” 1 went to a very huge and magniti- 
cent Board School some time ago, and I tliink it was like other Bnard Scliools. I 
went to give away the prizes or something of that kind, or I had heard of some 
inspection going on. As I went upstairs, there was a very cheery elderly lady, and 
she said to me, as a matter of casual conversation, ‘All the teachers are Church people, 
and good Church people too.’ ” 

The Rev. C. J. Ridgeway says : ‘‘The teachers have conscientiously striven to give 
the children a Christian education,” and he adds : ” the complaints about bad religious 
training arc reflections cast upon our training colleges.’’ 

Mr. Gover cites the words of Lord Halifax, uttered wliilst presiding at a meeting 
of the English Church Union, on the 14th of July : “It was clear,” he suid, “that that 
compromise was only tolerated by many people, and t he great mass of Nonconformists, 
on condition that the religious instrueiioii given under it treats tin; ceiitial truths of 
the Christian religion as open questions.’^ He stated his dislike to the Cowper-'J’emple 
clause and the compromise, and that undenominational religious teaching was a delu- 
sion and a snare, not merely anti-Christian, but a contradiction of common-sense, and 
that the real issue was whether the compromise should be used rm, i el y as a veil for Socin- 
ianismand infldclity. There is not, says Mr. Gover, a word of truth in this accusation. 
We on the Board know very well that the teaching in our schools is not hing of the sort, 
<ind if it were, what have all the very large number of clergymen on tlie siujcessivc Boards 
been about all these years ? But as these statements are also a heavy iiidi< tment against 
the teachers of the Board, I determined to write to every head-teacher in the division 
of Greenwich which 1 represent, to ask whether there was any truth in Lord Halifax’s 
•charges, so far as their own schools were concerned. 1 havt* had a! reyfly from every 
school ; and of those replies, and of letters from the chairmen of managers confirm- 
ing them, I have sent a copy to his lordship, and also now enclose one as a verification 
of my statements, These replies unanimously deny the charge of teaching Socin- 
ianism and infidelity in their own schools, and many also deny it from experience as 
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institutions protected by such instrutuents as this compromise 
there is not one that shows such a satisfactory record as the London 
School Board. Who would dream, for example, of comparing it with 
the wide diversities and violent contradictions that proceed with 
unchecked energy in the English Church under the compromise 
offered in the Book of Common Prayer ; or with the differences of 
belief and practice exhibited in the wide domains linked together- 
under the “compromise*' of the Papacy? As a matter of fact, the 
School Board regulations have been severely tested in the heated fires* 
of experience, and have been proved to be made of pure and good 
metal to such a surprising degree that it appears to have been nothing- 
less than the sheer wantonness of a misguided and miscalculating 
wilfulness that has exposed our Board School system to utter wreck- 
age on so shallow and unsupported a plea. 

Nor can it be forgotten that if the “ compromise and its instru- 
mental adjuncts have not been worked with complete faithfulness ; if 
at any point in this vast metropolis they have broken down, it ia 
apparent from the replies given to Mr. Cover’s questions on the one 
hand, and the statement of Archbishop Benson on the other, that it 
is in a direction which leaves Mr. Eiley and his colleagues of all 
others the least right to complain. Whatever denominational gain has* 
accrued it is not questioned that it has gone to the Church of England. 
That Church has the magnetism of status and prestige. The forces* 
of wealth and fashion are on its side. Seventy per cent, of the- 
teachers are trained in its Colleges. Young men and women seeking 
a “ career ” leave Dissent to secure the advantage of having passed 
through their curriculum. The “ managers ” are chiefly composed of 
clergymen and Anglican laymen. It is the “ predominant partner 
of the “ compromise ” and receives its dividends accordingly. 

Whilst, then, it is not admitted that there is any such collapse of 
the “ compromise ” as to justify in the slightest measure the con- 
spiracy against it, or to call for more than the exercise of ordinary 

to Board Schools generally. But nearly two-thirds of them do not stop with negatives. 
They word their replies in diiYercnt ways. They say they have always 1 aught (a) the 
Christian religion ; (ft) the doctrines of Christianity common to Churchmen and Non- 
conformists ; (c) the doctrine of the Trinity ; (rZ) the divinity of Christ — many state 
that they are Churchmen or Church women, and (<•) that they luive been taught in 
Church training colleges; (/) that they ha\e been teachers in Church schools or 
training colleges, and now teach exact h the .‘•ame as they then did, except the Church 
catechism ; {y) that the religious inslrurtion is better than in the generality of 
national schools ; (ft) that out of 3000 or 4000 children under their care only one in 
each case has been withdrawn from the religious instruction, or (?) that there has 
been no case, or only one case, in wLii h a child who had passed under their hands 
had afterwaids enibraced infidelity. They are confirnied by the cbaiimen of the 
managers, some of them clergymen, others Nonconformist ministers. Of the clergy- 
men one sajs that during twenty ytars, and over the whole of the schools of the? 
Boaid in Lemdon, there have only been one or two cases of an attempt to teach 
infidelity or Soeini«ni‘m, and the other that be has known of only one ease, and that 
was stoppe d by the managers. Both these gentlemen speak from experience in other 
divisions besides Greenwich. The latter gentleman Voiy justly aeids that if Lord 
Halifax’s statements were against a body with whom an action for libel would lie the 
result would be a verdict with heavy damages.’’ 
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care on the part of those in charge of the schools, it is also main- 
tained that even if there were any infraction of the law it would, 
under existing conditions, bring advantage only to that very Anglo- 
Catholic party which is solely responsible for this unhappy and 
disastrous strife. 

Another mode of setting forth the objects of the revolutionary 
majority is that which declares that they are seeking to provide for 
the inculcation of “ definite Christian teaching ” in Board Schools : or, 
as it is not infrequently expressed, to get rid of “ undenomi- 
nationalism,’’ and of the legislation and bye-laws on which it rests. 

The demand for definite dogmatic teaching was made at the out- 
set of the controversy and has not been lost sight of at any moment. 
It was the impulse that secured the addition of the word “ Christian 
as a defining epithet of the “ principles of religion and morality the 
teachers are to expound ; and it was due to its influence that the 
doctrines of the Trinity and the Incarnation played so large a part in 
the formation of the “ circular.” The same purpose is expressed with 
continuous iteration in such papers as the Guardian^ Church Times and 
Church RcvicWy and is never absent from the advocacy conducted by 
the English Church Union. The craving for it has led some leading 
Evangelicals to suppress their inherited antagonism to Romanism, and, 
whilst lamenting the rapid Romanising of the English Church, yet 
to co-operate with Romanists in School Board work. The loud chorus 
of delight which welcomed Mr. Athelstan Riley at the Exeter Church 
Congress was due to the conviction that he had been a stalwart and 
unconquerable champion of ‘‘ definite Christian teaching,” and it is not 
unlikely that the same trained antagonism to vagueness about the 
doctrines of the religion of Christ induced the Bishop of Jjondon to 
accept the responsibility of sharing in what he himself called the 
creation of a new sect,” by carrying over the immense weight of hia 
position to the majority. 

It is therefore important to weigh this plea with the utmost care,, 
understand its exact meaning, and appraise its value in relation to an 
effective teaching of the principles of the Christian religion and 
morality on the one hand, and to our new National School system 
on the other. 

When “ undenominationalism ” is spoken of by Mr, Riley he leaves 
us in no uncertainty as to what he thinks or feels. His language 
may sometimes lack grace and refinement, but it rarely fails to show 
the intensity of his emotions. -At a meeting of the English Church 
Union (June 15, 1893) Mr. Riley described “undenominationalism*' 
as “ a nasty, ugly, mis-shapen beast,** and stated that “ he constantly 
heard when he first went on to the School Board that the School Board 
instruction was infinitely better than anything to be had in tho' 
Voluntary Schools, because in the Voluntary Schools you get sect- 
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arian teaching, but in the Board Schools you get pure Christianity 
straight out of the Word of God without any mixture whatever,” and 
he contended, that if you did not teach doctrine it was not the 
Christian religion,” and that people must be awakened to the fact 
that undenominationalism meant no Christian religion.” Moreover, 
in a letter to the Church Times of December 11, 1893, Mr. Riley 
said, ‘‘ Undenominationalism is the biggest humbug the wit of man 
ever devised.” Clearly then “ undenominationalism ” is the system 
of Bible education which has been in force for the last twenty-four 
years : the practice of teaching “ pure Christianity straight out of the 
Word of God,” without the addition of any religious formulary or 
catechism or “ circular ” or creed. 

It is thus seriously and sincerely held that the Bible, which is the 
source of all that we know authoritatively concerning Jesus Christ and 
His revelation, is not definite” enough in its statements about Chris- 
tianity, and that therefore it is unsafe to allow it to speak for itself, 
and without the aid of some defining authority. The Church Times 
accordingly looks with profound pity on Canon Trench and the Bible 
Education Council because they have nothing more definite to offer 
than the “ dpen Bible.” 

In such a library of literature as the Bible there are some things 
hard to be understood,” but the portions chosen by the School Board 
Scripture Committee for different standards of pupils are not from the 
middle of the Apocalypse or from the Book of Leviticus, but consist 
of “ simple stories from the Book of Genesis,” “ leading facts in the 
life of Christ,^^ “ the history of the youth of David,” the Lord’s 
Prayer,” the Sermon on the Mount, the Ten Commandments, portions 
of the Book of Proverbs, the Parables, and John xiv. Surely there 
is no haze about the Parable of the Good Samaritan ; nor is it difficult 
to teach a child the golden rule. Prayer is not vaguely enjoined in 
the words, Ask and it shall be given you ” ; nor is our duty to our 
God and our neighbours “ indefinitely ” expressed in the words in 
which Jesus sums up the tables of the law, “ Thou shalt love the 
Lord thy God with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, and with all 
thy mind, and with all thy strength. Thou shalt love thy neighbour 
as thyself.” The Founder of Christianity Himself might be trusted 
when He saySy. “ Ye search the Scriptures because ye think that in 
them ye have eternal life ; and these are they which Icar witness of 
me ”; and nowhere else than from His lips can we learn that “ God 
so loved the world, that He gave His only begotten Son, that whoso- 
ever believeth on Him should not perish, but have eternal life.” Is 
not that very definite Christian teaching which says, “ Blessed are the 
pure in heart, for they shall see God. Blessed are they that hunger 
and thirst after righteousness : for they shall be filled.” Can words 
more conclusively set forth the character and person of Christ than 
His utterances, I am the light of the world ” ; ‘‘I am the bread of 
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life ; “I am the true vine.” Is sanction for confessing Him made 
known with greater strength anywhere than in the words, “ Whoso- 
ever shall deny me before men, him will I also deny before my Father 
which is in heaven ” ? Well may Prebendary Eyton exclaim, “ Surely 
we are not afraid of letting the Bible speak for itself on such 
questions.” 

To be sure, the Bible is not sharply definite on such themes ek 

Baptismal Regeneration,” ‘^Apostolical Succession,” “the Eucharistic 
Sacrifice in the Lord’s Supper,” the definition of the Incarnation up- 
held by the English Church Union, and the points stated with such 
fulness and energy in the Athanasian Creed ; but then, however 
serious and significant these subjects are to mature, reflective, and 
trained minds, they are certainly not matters a young child can under- 
stand, or should be invited to study in a Board School. 

The Editor of the Church Times said in a recent issue : 

“ The real matter in dispute between ‘the minority’ and the Church party 
is whether the minds of children sliall be instructed in the fundamentals of 
the Christian rclij'ion in a manner best adapted to their undersbinding, that 
is, in a concrete, crystallised form, ejisy of comprehension, or in that abstruse, 
intangible manner which imbues the childish mind with e painful sense of 
vacuity. Cliurchmcn of all schools of thought are united on this point, 
except thos(j few who have allowed their prejudices to run away with their 
reasoning faculties, and are, as a consequence, playing into the hands of 
the opponents of all religion,”* 

There is the line of cleavage between Nonconformists and the 
Anglo-Catholic and Roman Catholic parties. The former maintain 
that the most effective organ for teaching the Christian religion to 
children is the Bible, and not “ concrete, crystallised forms,” such as 
the theological creeds contained in the circular. They hold that the 
“Word of God is living and active, quick to discern the thoughts 
and intents of the heart,” effective in rousing the conscience, and 
nourishing to a sense of duty ; and they anticipate more for the youth 
of London from their contact with the quickening teachings of Jesus 
and Ifis apostles, the songs of the Psalmist, and the social and political 
ethics of the ]3rophets, than from all other agencies that touch their 
lives ; save those which are clad with the divine strength of a pure 
personal experience of the love and grace of God. Nonconformists 
stand frankly for Bible teaching, tliat is, for the use of the very words 
of Scripture in Board Schools, and the explanation of their meaning 
in ways suitable to a young child. They trust the Bible fully. No 
creed is superior to it. No creed is allowed to have authority with 
it ; in fact, they suspect “ creeds,” even the best, of derogating from 
the authority of the “ Word of God,” hindering the progress of truth 
and closing the minds of the young to the entrance of that light 
which jgiveth understanding to the simple. 

* Church Timee, September 2g» 
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Not that they are unaware of the immense value of theology, or 
forgetful of the service of the “ creeds ” as landmarks in the history 
of human thought and appropriate material for theological professore 
and students. To them theology is the Queen of sciences, and the 
debates of Church councils, speculations, and controversies in which 
Ijie Christian Church has been involved since it came into touch with 
Greek thought and life, are luminous illustrations of the efforts of 
Christian philosophers to translate the facts and ideas of Christianity 
into the reasoning life of the time. The Incarnation is the core of 
Christianity, integral to Christianity itself, and indeed to religion; 
and, as Dr. Fairbairn told the International Congregational Council, 

theology is now in a degree that a generation ago would have been; 
inconceivable, most intensely Trinitarian.” But the fact remains. 
Board Schools are not theological halls, and “ concrete crystallised 
forms ” of statement concerning the Incarnation and the Trinity are as 
much out of place within their walls as the differential calculus. Dr. 
Butcher, Professor of Greek in the University of Edinburgh, fairly 
states and vindicates our position when he says : 

** The Bible> as a vital growth, has nourished the spiritual life of succes- 
sive generations, and has seen the death of creeds and sects, the crumbling 
away of systems of theology, whicli are mere abstracts and digests of truth, 
and not the living food. It is the one book which appears to have the 
capacity of eternal self-adjustment, of uninterrupted correspondence with 
an ever-shifting and ever-widening enviroiinieiit.*’ ♦ 

Again, this insistence upon dogmatic forms in teaching the young is 
made in ignorance of the enormous revolution which has taken place 
within this century in the methods of instructing children. The 
venerable error that confounded a stocked memory with an alert and 
drilled mind is banished, or only prolongs an attenuated existence in 
the stagnant marshes of mediieval souls. Goethe says : “ We learn a 
thing soon, but are slow to discover its truth.” Forms are quickly 
committed to memory ; but educationalists have discovered that they 
hinder thought instead of helping it, and produce a delusive content 
with the shadow, where you want to inspire an eager search for the^ 
eternal substance. We are beginning to understand what education 
really is : what is, and what is not, intelligible to a child ; by what 
ways to close a xjhild’s nature to knowledge, and by what to rouse it 
for the quest and attainnient of both knowledge and culture. We see> 
that words are rarely more than half understood, that definitions and 

rules ” are hindrances or fetters, not food or help, whilst things,, 
objects, pictures, and histories can be apprehended by children, 
studied with zest, and used for mental growth. The Kindergarten 
method with its appeals to the senses and its provisions for exertion, 
holds the key to the infant class ; for, as Emerson says, “ action 
is education,” and the conceptions of a child are formed more by th& 

* Dr. Butcher’s “ Some Aspects of the Greek Genius,” p. 200. 
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^ye than by the ear. Professor Huxley opens the world of biological 
research with the study of a single cray-fis£ : and he would teach 
geography by starting with the boy^s garden, pass from it to the 
village!* from the village to the town, from the town to the country, 
And from the country to the empire and the world. Are we then, 
forsooth, to ignore this fundamental change in educational processed, 
solely because we are teaching the principles of religion and morality ? 
Remember the warning given by one of England’s most capable and 
original teachers — the Rev. Edward Thring, Head Master of Upping- 
ham School — when describing a picture of what was going on in the 
school- world. He says : 

“ Ft is useless pumping on a kettle with the lid on. Pump, pump, pump. 
The pump-handle goes vigorously, the water pours, a virtuous glow of 
righteous satisfaction and sweat beams on the countenance of the pumper; 
but — the kettle remains empty, and will remain empty till the end of time, 
barring a drop or two, v/hich finds its way in unwillingly through tlie 
.spoilt.’^ 

Thus, the use of these ‘‘ concrete crystallised forms ” for children is 
condemned by wise and experienced educationalists. It is a bad 
method. It puts a lid of words on the mind r.nd' prevents the 
entrance of the water of everlasting life. \ It is creative, as I can 
testify from a long experience, of antagonism to the Christianity of 
the New Testament, by compelling pupils to identify the conclu- 
sions of philosophical theologians with the contents of the revelation 
of God. Carlyle, in his story bf Frederick the Great, pictures the 
way in which the princely youth was instructed in religious matters 
by his tutor, Noltenius. lie says, the worthy man thought he could 
clear up all the abstruse points in the universe by the compilation of 
a catechism in which was contained a perfect scheme of doctrine ; and 
the seer, as is his habit, breaks out : “ Oh, Noltenius ! take away yoMft 
catechetical ware ; and say either nothing at all to the poor young 
boy, or something that he shall find to be beyond doubt when he 
comes to think of it.” 

Condemned by science, ‘^concrete crystallised forms” find no sup- 
port in the example of Christ. The first disciples did not start with 
the doctrines of the Incarnation and the Trinity ; they sat at the 
Teacher’s feet and felt the spell of His character, heferd His words of 
fathomless wisdom, and had their curiosity stir'?ed and their minds 
roused ; walked with Him in the lanes of Galilee ; saw Him in con- 
flict with the traditionalists and priests; and so gradually came to feel 
the love for Him that many waters could not quench and the devotion 
that no persecution could destroy. This at least must be allowed for 
the Board School plan, it is in keeping with the method of Jesus ; it 
makes the children familiar with His wonderful ministry, His acts of 
healing pity and redeeming love. His beautiful parables and prophetic 
miracles, His revelation of the Father and of man His child. The 



688 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. . 


following witness spealjSjS ^ith the authority of scientific education aa 
well as ^ith ^at of religion when, claiming to represent the laity of 
the Church, he says : ‘‘ The laity want the Bible to remain a familiar 
book in the cottages ; they believe of teachers and scholars lliat the 
more they know the Bible the more they will value it ; and they believe 
that a simple, unspeculative, childlike religion will be the result of 
such a use of the Bible. They would like to see Church and Dissent 
shake hands over this policy.’^ * 

The same authority says, “ It is perfectly certain that in our Board 
Schools denominational Christianity will not be taught ; ” and then 
Arj^hdeacon Wilson raises the question whether the undenominational 
tea,ching is worth having. His answer is that of long experience as 
Head Master of Clifton College, and of wide observation ; and it is as 
unhesitating as it is explicit, and ought to be as weighty as it is clear. 
He says : 

I am quite certain that the undenominational teaching and examina- 
tion of Scripture is a reality, .and practical teachers of all ranks will 

agree with me 1 do not of course say that the teaching is the 

same thing asr. that which comes from a heart overflowing with faith and 
love ; but that sort of teaching can be secured by no examination, and by 
no test ; it can be secured in no profession, and is rare in any rank of 
teacher, whether ordained or unordained, trained or amateur, day or Sun- 
day. Though it is not the same thing it is a very valuable thing. It is 
given in general with reverence and consideration if not with profound 
spiritual earnestness. It conveys knowledge, and this is of great value ; it 
lays the foundation on which more may be built. Apollos did good service 
in Corinth, even though his scholars ‘ knew not as yet that there was any 
Holy Ghost.* To deny this is to fly in the face of all experience of secondary 
educ^ition.** 

The Nonconformist communions confirm this witness. As teachers 
•of Christianity to the young in the Sunday-school and day-school, in 
church and home, they have ever maintained the immensely superior 
educational effectiveness of the Bible over any and all “ concrete, 
crystallised forms,” and their policy is vindicated in their continuity 
and progress, and in their contributions to the progressive life of 
Great Britain and to missionary work throughout the world. In the 
light of this double experience Church and Dissent ought to find some 
way of shaking* hands. 

And for this additional reason. If there is to be “ definite 
Christian teaching" somebody must be the defining authority. If 
we are to have “ concrete crystallised forms ” of belief some one or 
other of the many schools of thought must direct and control the 
crystallising process. It is in vain to say we are agreed or can agree 
on theological definition. Why cherish illusions ? Enduring institutions 
cannot be built upon them. The widest agreement we can get is that 
we shall make the Bible the universal text-book, expressly shut out 

* “Voluntary Schools and State Education": a Charge delivered by the Ven# 
J. M. Wilson, M.A., Archdeacon of Manchester, April, 1894, p. 22. 
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all distinctive formularies, secure qualified ani reverential teachers, and 
appoint inspectors of their work. We cannot go further. Cardinal 
Vtkugha^ says : It is clear that whatever changes may be made in 
religious instruction in Board Schools, such instruction can never be 
acceptable to Catholics so long as it is based upon private interplre- 
tations of the Bible given by school teachers whether trained or un- 
trained.” Neither Catholics nor Evangelical Anglicans will accept 
the theology of the London School Board. Mr. Gore, one of the leaders 
of the newer critical school in the High Church section, writing in 
“ Lux Mundi,” announced the doctrine, “ The Church to teach ; the 
Bible to prove.”* But at present this principle does not penetrate 
far within the areas of Anglo-Catholicism ; and when Mr. Gore pjo- 
ceeds to the task of definition, he shows at once how impossible it 
is even for many in his own Church to agree with him. Speaking of 
“ TJndenominationalism,” he says : 

*^By this name I refer to the theory wliich represents men as first 
becoming Christians by an act of individual faith, and after that combining 
into Christian societies, greater or smaller, as suits their predilections. 
This, you observe, is the opposite of the theory that men beeoA»o Christians 
in the first instance by incorporation into the one Christian society, 
and, then, after that, are bound to realise individually their Christian 
privileges.” f 

The eSbrts of the London School Board are less reassuring. I saw 
the ‘‘ crystallising ” process which issued in the circular ” at several 
stages, and anything more distressing to a student of theology I cannot 
imagine, nor could I see how “ religion ” could possibly gain by it, 
least of all, the simple practical religion of Jesus Christ. Sometimes 
the scenes recalled the speech of Constantine at the Council of Nicea, 
when he urged the importance, not of arriving at truth, but of 
abolishing discord amongst Christians, lest the integrity of the empire 
should suffer. More frequently I was reminded of the physical force 
Assembly at Ephesus, in 449, that won by its violence the distinction 
of the Robbers* Council. Canon Bristow does not commend School 
Board theological definitions to our confidence when he says of the 
circular : 

“ That that document is not perfect the majority are quite ready to acknow- 
ledge ; but every effort to improve it so as to avoid the charge of Tritheism, 
or aught else, was so pertinaciously and unscrupulously thwarted by the 
minority that we were obliged to be content with what we could pass after 
months of weary jangling and bitter recrimination on the part of our 
opponents.” f 

Definite Christian teaching ’* shaped in such an atmosphere and 
under such formative influences does not augur well either for a clear 
and full expression of truth or for aid in practical religion. But it 
Juust be so. The London School Board is as unfit to supply “ con- 

* “Lux Mundi.” Tenth edition, pp. 282-4 ; “Bampton Lecture,” p. 191. 
t Gore’s “Mission of the Church,” p. 22. 
t The Guardian, September 19, 1894. 
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Crete, crystallised forms ” of theology as the Koyal Academy to produce 
a pharmacopoeia. 

Hence it is not so surprising that the demand for the withdrawal 
of the “circular” should be heard on all sides, as that its creators should 
withhold every indication of willingness to abbreviate its mischievous 
career and actually threaten to resist every attempt on the part of the 
minority to reopen the discussion upon it as the “ infliction of a grievous 
'wrong on the consciences of men.” “ Withdrawal, indeed ! ” It is in- 
tended to push further in the same direction. The Bishop of Oxford 
strongly protests against the law which forbids the use of formularies 
distinctive of denominational belief, goes back upon the whole settle- 
ment of 1871, and supports the party that is agitating for the elimination 
from our National School system of the very qualities and forces that 
distinguish the Board School from the Denominational School. Lord 
Halifax, with singular audacity, says : “ W'^e cannot, for example, as 
instructed Christians, accept a system of so-called education which 
ignores baptism, and leaves the deity of our Lord Jesus Christ an 
open question.” Still more frankly does one of the papers of the 
majority lay bare their animating motive. “ As Churchmen we frankly 
admit that we do not intend to rest content with the issue of the 
circular : our aim is to obtain Church teaching for Church children by 
Church teachers. We shall be content with nothing short of this.” * 

“ Nothing short of this ! ” Mr. Eiloy is nob the man to stay his 
hand. He is sincere and strongly convinced. He does not care for 
peace. He will go forward though the Bible has to go out of the 
Board Schools. The “ minimum of dogma ” will not content him. 
The “ circular ’’involves and necessitates, if it is not expelled, further 
theological wrangles. Victory at the polls will be the occasion for 
fresh demands in the direction of “ formularies ” of faith and the 
domination of the Board Schools by the High Church section of the 
Anglican Church. 

It is admitted to be a fight for the Church of England. The 
Guardian says : “ Even if there were something to be said against 
Mr. Riley’s tactics from the point of view of the London School Board, 
it would still be the duty of Churchmen to support him, because he is 
fighting there the foe which threatens the very existence of the Church 
of England.” It is sheer blindness and folly to question that the 
defence of the “ Church” is held to demand the destruction of the 
Board School. The policy is one of Thorough.’^ Whatever distin- 
guishes the Board School from the Church School is to be ejected. The 
Board School is based on the Cowper-Temple Clause. That clause must 
go. The Board School uses the Bible as its chief and exclusive instru- 
ment in religious teaching. The Bible must be superseded by a creed 
and interpreted by a priest. The Board School imposes no test of the 
theological opinions of teachers. • The “ circular ” recovers and re- 

* London Chronicle, April 21, 1894. 
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furbishes that old sword of bigotry and intolerance. The Board School 
is broad-based upon the people’s will — democratic, universal ; it is to 
be converted into a training ground of a particular section of the 
State Church, on the specious plea of safe-guarding the parents* 
interest in perpetuating their own religious belief.* ^ 

“ Nothing short of this ” will satisfy the aspirations of the clerical 
party. Already they have an overwhelming majority of the training 
colleges for teachers, and obtain by far the larger portion of their 
income for them from the taxpayer^* and receive from the same 
source for their denominational schools near upon £2,000,000 per 
annum ; + but all this avails nothing so long as the Board School is 
not subordinated to tlieir purposes. Mark Pattison reminds us that 
the Tractarian movement began in the effort of Newman to convert 
Oriel College into a priestly seminary instead of retaining it as an 
agent of the University of Oxford. If Londoners are not alert, 
Board Schools, instead of supplying a sound and serviceable education 
to the children of the peoi)lo, will bo turned into seminaries iu which 
boys and girls will be trained for Church ends, and taught to treat 
the interests of the clergy as the supreme law of life. ^ Dr. Ellirott 
declares Sacerdotalism is digging the grave of the Establishment.** 
If we are apathetic, divided and selfish, it will also dig the grave of 
our national education. The citizens of the metropolis are therefore 
called upon to maintain the integrity and efficiency of that Board 
School system which has proved itself a powerful weapon against 
vice and crime, a useful engine of economical progress, and an 
impulse to intellectual and moral well-being. 

Who will respond ? The Carthaginian maidens cut off their raven 
ringlets that they might be braided into bow-strings for Hannibal*s 
ai-chera. The maidens of Tyre sacrificed their golden hair for cordage 
for the Tyrian navy. What sacrifice will Londoners make for the 
sake of saving their own Board Schools from destruction and pro- 
moting the real interests of the most precious treasure they possess — 
their own children ? 

John Clifford. 


* One writer lays down tlie somewhat perilous dictum, “Justice dt'marids a corre- 
spondence between the dogma of tlic school anil the dogma of the individual parent.’* 
(Rev. Hensley Henson, “ The Church of the People,” ]). 3) 'J’o .-'ay nothing of the 
dilliciilty of effecting this correspondence, or of the fact that many parents have no 
“dogma,” and others are opposed in dogma, it ought to be ejiough that the parents 
have already expressed their approval of the Doard School system as worked from 
1870. They have not attacked the “compromise.’* They have defended it*. Not 
from them has come any abuse. They have appeared to uphold it. Let the will of 
ihe parents have free play. Do not override it by the intrusion of “Kilburn Sisters,” 
or defeat it by priests, and the issue is not doubtful. 

t Out of an income of 1*170,024, no less a sum than £130,000 was found by the 
Grovernment. • 

J The Duke of Devonshire sjiid as far back as 187G : “It is now no longer a condition 
that voluntary support should be given. In fact, the word voluntary ought, in this 
matter, now to disappear altogether. These schools may bo maintained entirely 
through the fees paid by parents or by Parliamentary grants. They are denomina- 
tional schools, but they are not voluntary schools.’* 
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“ rpHE Isle of Man lies in lat. ol N., long. 4- W. It is thirty 
JL mile^lopg by about twelve broad. There are four towns — 
Castletown, Douglas, llamsey, IVol. It is the seat of a bishopric 
and a considerable fishing trade, &C. &c.^^ 

Thus “The Gazetteer. * An unimportant little place : we dismiss it, and 
pass on to Manaer, alphabetically, or anywhere else. “ Tlie Gazetteer 
does not betray the Manx secret. Tliis little island is a perfect seed- 
plot of romance ; who would liave thought it ? Not Chaloner, not 
Waldron, not the eighteenth-century Feltham, not the nineteenth- 
century Train, not, in our own time, Jh’ofessor Kyci', or Professor 
Boyd-Dawkins. For the matter of that, no ^Manxman has ever taken 
himself or his island so seriously as to guess at the sifjiimUi cliirrcs of 
a soil volcanic mentally, if not physically. From Camden to Walpole 
Englishmen have snufi'ed and poked about the Island and its consti- 
tution. The graver students have explored its laws, or dug its barrows, 
liave discovered remains of a political system clearly Scandinavian, or 
of a race almost reprehensibly brachyceplialic. The lighter lances 
have done something in folk-lore ; but, for the most part, the Manx 
people have been silent. They don’t seem to have suspected that 
they were so rich in the materials of imaginative literature. No one 
suspected it, and now there seems likely to be a rush to the insular 
diggings. The ordinary visitor, or tripper, if we may venture so to 
call him, has hitherto regarded th’ oil o’ Man ” as a very ‘‘ tip-top 
place for a spree,” as the native seat of fresh herrings and rumpy ” 
cats. When he returns he takes home with him a confused kaleido- 
scope of publics, palaces, piers, promenades, and a miscellany of 
brother trippers more or less interesting. Possibly he has observed 
that the natives were not black or barbarous, and that the policemen 
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were fussy, but not implacable, the magistrates careful, but lenient 
and facetious. Meanwhile, of this romance, this world of fashion — 
this Manx world — this world that thrills and heaves, sensitive to every 
touch, nervous, electric — your tripper has not the slightest idea. How 
should he ? The very best class of tripper — the Professors, the B6yd- 
Dawkinses, the more permanent class — the Governors, the Bishops — 
have no idea beyond the general knowledge that the human being is 
about the same everywhere, and that, as long as he does nothing to 
bring him under the eye of the law, he can safely be neglected, and 
certainly does not deserve to be studied as an object-lesson of a^y- 
thing. 

But, in the midst of this conscjisus of neglect — behold Mr. Hall 
Caine ! He stamps on Barrule or Sulby, and instantly the whole 
scene lives : the dry bones come together, bone to his bone, and they 
stand on their fe^t an exceeding great army. The fact is that Mr. 
Caine has faith in humanity — humanity everywhere, in man or in 
[Morocco — and this is his reward, this book which now comes before 
the [)ublic with all its freshness, and the power of something like a 
revelation. • 

For Mr. Hall Caine has revealed the Manx peo])lo to themselves, if 
to no one else — to themselves specially, and by a divination almost 
prophetic. And he has done this in the most obvious way imagin- 
able, simply by being Hall Caine. That is, Mr. Caine is ilanx on bis 
father’s side, Cumbrian on his mother s. The blend is signilicaut. 
Ou both sides the same yeoman stock, the statesmen of Cumberland 
and the quasi- freeholders of the Isle of Man. This secures the 
emotions ; the heart is sound, deep, and full ; and over it presides an 
intellect that is of no place or time, dramatic, pure, capable of analysis, 
though not given to that process, synthetic rather, and eminently 
productive. 

And here are the products. Mr. Caine's Manx works have been 
“The Deemster/^ “ The Bondman,*' and ‘‘ The Manxman." Add to 
these, “ Captain Davie's Honeymoon.” 

Ill the first two the author was approaching the Isle of Man. He 
saw it afar off, looming through the mythical haze in which the old 
[Manx king is said to have enfolded the sacred soil. It is interesting 
to observe how Mr. Caine, in all his works before The Manxman,” 
has shrunk from grappling with the present. In The Deemster ” we 
see the Isle of Man of 1700, in ‘‘The Bondman” we are presented 
with the conditions of Manx society in the early years of the nineteenth 
century. The same hesitation to deal with contemporary life we have 
noticed in all Mr. Caine's books before “ The Manxman,” not only in 
those the scene of which is laid in the Isle of Man, but also i^ such 
novels as “ The Shadow of a Crime ” and “ The Scapegoat.” Time 
or space has been removed to a distance, time in the whole series, 
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space in “ The Scapegoat,” time and, to a certain extent, space in 
“ The Bondman.” This it is which hitherto surrounded Mr. Caine’s 
romances with an air of aloofness, of only half-ventured realism. Wo 
have held back because the author was not certain of his tread, did 
not •incorporate himself with his work by an absolute conviction. 
The conviction which he did not himself possess he could not impart 
to others. A disadvantage not quite compensated by the greater 
elevation. You are caught up into a higher atmosphere, but you miss 
the solid ground on which you and your guide alike can walk securely. 
But here, in ‘‘ The Manxman, ’ Mr. Caine has no doubts, no tremulous, 
asymptotic approaches. He embraces his theme with all the fiery 
energy of his soul, and we. follow him with confidence. 

Now the reason of tliis is clear. Mr. Caine has gone and lived in 
the Isle of Man. Probably none of us could do better, though many 
might find it inconvenient. It may be whispered tco that the mere 
living in' the scene of your romance is of very little use. You must 
live, and love ; and the love must be native, sweet, racy of the soil. 
Of all people in the world, we should say, the ^lanx are the most 
impossible to* assimilate ; they are Protean, elusive. You cannot 
even imitate the accent ; it is hopeless. The attiunpts to do so on 
the English stage, metropolitan or provincial, have been terrible 
failures. But we suppose this is universally admitted, or wo must 
despair of human modesty. Extremely sJinguine must the novelist 
be, or extremely immodest, who will back up his puppets as adef|uate 
representatives of a race, we had almost said of a class, whicli is not 
his own. It is true that certain types of character are conventionally 
accepted, and their language and names pass muster. The Courtier,” 
the “ Philosopher,” tlie “ Fop,” the “ Lover,” are of these tyi)es. 
The “Clown,” the “Rustic”? — that is doubtful. Shakespeare’s rustics, 
are they Warwickshire or Glloucestershire rustics? And did not 
George Eliot feel on surer ground, and make her readers feel it too, 
in “ Silas Marner ” than in “ Eomola ” ? The English rustics of 
Sir Walter may be tolerated, but they will hardly be relished even 
-south of the Tweed. The question is, we believe, practically allowed 
to drift haphazard, but it becomes pressing when a novel like “ The 
Deemster,” or -“The Manxman,” is dramatised. IIow about the 
“ Manx Rustic ” ? ^Mr, Hall Caine knows him well ; but what are 
the actors to^ do ? It would seem that the safest thing is to speak 
with the accent of the county to which the aetpr himself belongs. 
This is but a makeshift, and, probably, all Londoners are ipso fado 
excluded from the cast of such a play. But no koivi) SiaXt/croc 
yet been invented which will hang up the Manx cantilena beside the 
Lancashire caw and the west country syllabub of Barnes and Hardy. 

We have spoken of Mr. Hall Caine as approaching the Isle of Man, 
but now he has lived there for upwards of a year, with the result 
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which might have been expected. So sympathetic a nature, with 
its Manx aptness, its capacity of giving pledges to the happy and 
communicative people with whom he associates upon such intimate 
terms, has ensured a fidelity to local conditions, a felicity of local 
colour, which have never yet been attained by any Manxman, nor, 
perhaps, by any artist dealing with a social life, however special or 
familiar. In fact, the only objection which we can imagine being 
made is to the excessive richness of the work in this particular. 
Mr. Caine has omitted no trait, has spared no detail. There is not a 
Manx proverb, a Manx anecdote, a Manx jest, a Manx situation, which 
will not be found in ‘‘ The Manxman.” All ilanx men are in it, all 
Manx women. It sweeps like a trawl-net the whole bottom of the 
Manx waters, and gathers within its meshes every living creature that 
inhabits the depths which are so fertile and so unexplored. One can- 
not help asking whether Mr. Caine has not exhausted the ground. Is 
it possible that he can ever return to it, and dredge after himself? 

J lis attack lias been so omnivorous that we doubt whether it can be 
repeated. “ Voracity ” is the only word by which we attempt to ‘ 
describe the keenness, the energy, the appetite, and th^ 'completeness 
with which the ilanx novelist has revelled in the banquet. This is 
the secret of his strength and of his success — a vigorous, healthy 
gourmand set down to his own table. He has discovered his patria, 
the natural feeding- ground of his imagination, and the true, unques- 
tionable realism. 

Is Mr. Caine a Manx Zola ? Certainly not. A realist he is, but 
of a very different sort. ^Ir. Caine loves his Manxmen, Does 
J\[. Zola love his Frenchmen ? If so, he has a very peculiar way of 
showing it. The “ Rougon-Macquart ” series owes its origin to no 
such motive. It shows the basest side of French character, relentlessly, 
horribly. It deliberately selects from rustic life in France all that is 
most loathsome — real, no doubt, but detestably real. Anywhere you 
can get this stuff, but who cares for it ? the midden-heaps of gross- 
ness, the sentimt of the social sewage. Not so with Hall Caine. Ori 
every side of him lie the quagmires of foulness, but he moves through 
them with a step that never falters, never deviates into the impure. 
He is a passionate writer, and he has been accused of coarseness ! But 
passion is not necessarily coarse ; essentially it is the reverse. "We 
must not press the metaphorical use of a w6rd, but surely coarse 
involves the idea of texture. Now apply to the passion of Mr. 
Hall Caine the most powerful psychological microscope, and the texture 
will be seen to be of the finest. It can hardly be said to have tex- 
ture, grain, or substance ; it is transparent, elemental. In Hall Caine’s 
hands passion is a flame, not in the sense of the old amorists, but in 
a far loftier sense, a flame, a splendour. 

He that does not recognise the quality in the passion of Kate 
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Cregeen either uses an imperfect instrument, or is himself a blind 
inicroscopist. At these elevations ethical blindness is not uncommon, 
and the sufferer is generally unconscious of his defect. Not the less 
is he msthetically incapable. The passion of so highly strained a 
creature as Kate, a creature so immediate, so elemental, may well be 
used as a test to ascertain the degree of delicacy in which the reader 
possesses the sense of moral vision. And this consideration is one 
which we recommend to fill those who may have been alarmed by 
what- has been called, especially in the Isle of Man, the coarseness of 
the “ Ifanxman.” Let then3 suspeci themselves and the coarseness of 
the extremely rudimentary ethical sense which is the source of their 
perpl^ity. Let them put the saddle on the right horse. Above all, 
let thim remember that the “ Manxman” bides Auf den Huhen^ and 
is not amenable to '^Fi^oglodytes. Their Kate is not Hall Gainers 
Kate, but a Kate of their own invention, not to say their own seek- 
ing. Caatis omnia easia^ a venerable maxim, nowhere more applicable 
than in the case of Kate Cregeen. 

• Kate is the daughter of a miller, publican, farmer, Methodist 
local-preacherj The combination is unusual, perhaps not unprece- 
dented, but to be classed among the anachronisms of a book which, 
it must be confessed, is nol free from anachronisms. Cmsar 
Cregeen wears knee-breeches ; no Methodist preacher, publican or 
not publican, has worn knee-breeches in the Isle of Man for at least 
sixty years. Is not this dreadful ? But, more, the whole story is 
anachronistic. It is not merely a question of knee-breeches, and of 
Kimberley, of diamond-kings, and old-world customs, the whole 
cinldcidinu} is a mixture of the firchalc and the modern. Mr. Caine 
might have avoided these anachronisms, and, for Manx readers, he had 
better have avoided them. Ho is the last man to escape into the 
unconditioned, to float into the sphere where the absence of chrdnos 
gets rid of anachronisms. And, (o Manxmen, they are like snags in 
the bed of a great river. To the general reader, they are iraper- 
^leptible, so great is the force and volume of the current. Hut 
natives of the island feel uncomfortable. At every turn they encounter 
these snags, and are disturbed by the shock, flung out of their insular 
bunks prostrate on the floor, the dead level of contemporary experi- 
ence. Poor natives ! Meanwhile, Mr. Caino has no misgivings, 
because Mr. Caine ts voracious. Voracity, we have already said, is 
the characteristic of our author’s method. Economy of means is out 
of the question. Mr. Caine will have everything. Here is a Methodist 

— lots of good stuff to be got out of Methodists ; here is a miller — 
no end of copy, since Chaucer’s time, to be made out of millers ; a 
publican — ah, a publican — yes ! yes ! (after moment’s hesitation) 
undoubtedly a publican ; and he shall wear knee-breeches, certainly 
he shall. There is something grotesque about knee-breeches, and 
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Mr. Caine, at this stage, and no wonder, has conceived of Cassar as 
grotesque. Yes, and he shall be a hypocrite (a dark shadow steals 
across Mr. Caine's forehead), classical type of the comic stage, and a 
humorist (fun twinkles in the eye of Mr. Caine) for the nonce. 
Hold hard ! the man will be everything. 

But Oa0sar Cregeen is a character that will live. An omnium 
^nthemm, if you will, but, as we can testify, apart from his plurality 
of avocations and his quaint dress, 'a character true to life, and moving 
with all the complex reality of a man-in-tlie-next-street. As a 
hypocrite, he is Mr. Caine repented of the hypocrite, and 

yet Cmsar is a hypocrite — and yet he is not, though he quotes so 
much Scripture, and is so prone to fall upon his knees. He can say 
brilliant things, wise things ; he can stand up like a man ; and#if he 
is constantly making a fool of himself,’' he is, as constantly, winning 
our respect, and even our affection. Such a ^Methodist preacher is, no 
doubt, a possibility of the past, not an acluality of the present. 
They do not grow like blackberries, even on Manx hedges,” these 
Cfcsar Cregeens. Seldom have the ingredients that make up a . 
pot-pourri of character — the old goose, the old rogue, ^che old samt, 
the old sinner, the old Pharisee, the old publican, altogether the old 
and absolutely delightful improbability — been mingled with more 
subtle and continuous effect. One hardly knows in what electuary 
the parts are compounded. A certain Celtic warmth and sweetness 
of humour, a glow of inward cohesion, we imagine, strong, binding, 
is the central charm of a personality which we feel it hard to define, 
but obvious to enjoy. Mr. Caine has a right to this Caesar of his. 
In the depths of his own semi-Celtic soul he has effected the trans- 
fusion of what seemed inconsistent materials. We may try to 
separate them, but we cannot : analysis is powerless before a com- 
biiftition which has already passed into a substantial form and refuses 
to give way to the acids of criticism or the alkalies of dulness. 

We have mentioned the humour which pervades the character of 
this marvellous “ local.” But humour permeates the whole book, 
and this is a very remarkable development, for !Mr. Caine hitherto 
has shown but little of the humorous faculty. Here, however, it is 
in full swing. This is because the author has at last found his rest- 
point. Happy, at home with his surroundings, he has soaked himself 
in his Manx bath ; and no man, certainly not Mr. Hall Caine, could 
do that without the perception and assimilation of humour. It is 
Manx humour, and it has worked within him a thorough transmuta- 
tion. The stern, sad moralist is not absent, but the bright and jocund 
humorist is there too. Nor is the humour a thing of spurts and 
patches ; it is incorporate, and of the essence. It has got into Mr. 
Caine’s blood and bone : probably it was always there, and has only 
been elicited by the congenial circumstance of his year’s residence in 
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the Isle of Man. In that case, “ The Manxman ” is a revelation of 
the author to himself, as well as of the Manx life and genius to 
Manxmen and to the world ; and Mr. Hall Caine is to be congratulated 
upon this discovery of what is more than a new vein in his mental 
endowment. Humour is a gift of the noblest, one of the widest 
scope and most frequent emergence. We have heard of men who in 
mature age have discovered themselves to be poets, painters, musicians, 
never before having had the slightest notion that Nature had granted 
them such powers. The men who have been thus surprised by them- 
selves have not always been successful in winning others to an 
accordant estimate, and the result has been an amiable but somewhat 
exa^ng boredom. But Mr. Hall Qaine need not fear this. The 
humur, the phosphor-gleam, that almost runs riot through “ The 
Manxman,” is as acceptable as it is unexpected. 

'But humour is not necessarily light and buoyant ; it can be sad. 
The first kind is often laid on, or brought in as a relief. The gray 
and the gay interchange. The reader is suppose d to be getting too 
serious — turn on the humour ! This mechanical succession or 
interposition is not the divinest purpose to which humour can be 
applied. Mr. Caine makes the freest use of what we may call the 
humour of relief. But there is a humour which streams with 
melancholy sweetness over the surface of things sad, oi*, rather 
perhaps, is in the things themselves, or in our way of looking at 
them. Smit lacrymev nrum, but, by an inscrutably delicate con- 
catenation, there is also a rims rerum which haunts the lips of sad- 
ness. The humour of Pete, in “ The Manxman,’^ is chiefly of this 
kind. 

Pete does not begin very well. Mark Twain presides over his 
childhood. As he gets older, he talks slang which would be quite 
impossible in the mouth of a Kirk Maughold boy. “ Slong,” 
for “ good-bye ! ” is an instance of this which must grate 
terribly upon a native ear. His smartness both with his father, 
Peter Christian, and his master, Ca'sar Cregeen, smacking as it does 
of the larrakin agrcslis^ strikes us as unnatural. But love works one 
of its miracles in Pete, and he becomes very lovely. Is he too 
lovely ? Perhaps so — too delicious, too custard-liko, hardly articulate 
in his tenderness, he is in danger of palling upon the taste. It is one 
thing to be harrcTwed by harshness and suspicion, it is, in effect, 
almost the same to be surfeited by sweetness and unresisting fluidity. 
Pete is always up to the mark, that is, take him when you will, you 
can always rely upon the masticability of the dish : your fork will go 
through him like a pudding. Even, as a pudding, is he overdone ? 
We love the old creature, but we want something more solid. And 
yet Pete has robustness, nor, in his unappeasable appetite of self- 
sacrifice, is he without resource and an ingenuity which is heart- 
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rending. Humour he has, abundant humour, it is not gum-like, sticky, 
but flows with a perennial flow, serene and functional. Hut, suppose 
the novel to be dramatised, and it is easy to indicate the melodramatic 
tendency. Of course, melodrama, though popularly and at present a 
term of reproach, is really nothing of the kind. There is good melo- 
drama as well as bad melodrama. Hut we venture to say that the 
preponderance of the lachrymose in any drama is likely to reduce it 
to a condition of spinal debility, possibly to eliminate a spine alto- 
gether, or at any rate subject it to a fatal curvature. The part of 
Pete should be carefully handled, subordinated, not co-ordinated. 
]wen in the novel it is, we think, made too much of. Laughter and 
tears may spring from adjacent fountains, or the same fountain* 
the perpetual overflow of this luxury is dangerous to the novel flr the 
play. Should an actor “ spoon” the part of Pete, wholly surrender him- 
self to it, sink down into the depths of its possibilities, that actor will 
infallibly make a mess of the drama. He will spoon and spoon, he 
will greatly enjoy himself, but the audience will not be moved, cer- 
tainly not for long. He will exhaust the part, and he will exhaust 
himself,^ but unquestionably ho will exhaust the public. Human 
nature soon recovers from these fainting-fits, and sits erect, and 
demands to know what iPs all about, and a gush of tears is no 
answer. 

The fact is, that Pete is not the hero of the book. We think that 
the author was very nearly making him so — that is, very nearly 
yielding to a weakness, very nearly making a huge mistake. Pete 
had become so interesting that we can well believe Mr. Hall Caine 
had fallen in love with him, felt that 'he could not have enough of 
him. But no doubt a time came to Mr. Caine, as it came to all the 
readers of the serial, when he started up from this dream. Pete had 
become too engrossing; the book would become too much of the 
Petc-l^cty, and the author had to summon to him all his self-denial, 
and all his masculine energy, in order to restore the work to its true 
polarity. 

There is no hero in the book, and there need be none. But there 
is a heroine. We have already put Kate Cregeen in her true place. 
Is she a Manx girl ? Absolutely so, a Manx girl sublimated, a feu- 
Joliet of the Curraghs, an exhalation, an incarnate passion of the 
mountain and the sea. Who has not loved the Highland girl of 
Iiiversnaid ? Who has not longed to know the after-history of her 
whom the Poet loved, and “ blessed her with a human heart ” ? 

“ God shield thcc to thj latest years I 
Thee neither know 1 nor thy peers, 

And yet my eyes are filled with tears.’* 

These are the true tears, the tears of the poet, not those of the senti- 
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mentalist. And her history might well have been that of Kate. 
Kate loves, and will possess, that is her fault. She is a coquette, 
that is, she likes admiration. But now a passion takes her, a genuine 
passion, a flame that burns throughout her whole nature, unquench- 
able, supreme. Modesty or immodesty, laxity or prudery — these 
things do not touch her ; she is a creature of the elements, and 
knows no limitations. But ]\lanx girls are so modest. Of course 
Ihey are, and good, and nice, and aincnablo to i\Irs. Grundy. But 
this Manx girl is the crowning apex of Manx girldom, and the native 
aspiration is not towards an apex of Grundyism, but rather towards 
something very dillerent. Passion is the very essence of the Manx 
nature, passion often chastened into the most exquisite forms, but 
capable of infinite dash and impetus. And passion-ba^ed characters 
are the rule, not the exception. To steer them straight is no light 
task. As regards the gentry and professional folk of the Isle, the 
ordinary guarantees of society, family traditions, and barriers of 
custom, are tolerably ell'ectual, more effectual, in all likelihood, than 
any small restraints established by an incipient culture and an im- 
.perfect ediication. But in the class to which Cmsar Oregeen is 
supposed to belong, the traditions and customs are rather the other 
way, and the culture and education are nowhere, Soifrejjm, or 
courting of an exceedingly liberal kind, has always been an institution 
of the island. There is an admirable specimen of it in The Manx- 
man,” chap. ix. Of a passion so brilliant and intense as that which 
Kate cherishes in her breast the average country girl in the Isle of 
Man is just as incapable as the average'eountry girl in Warwickshire. 
But Kate is not the average ; she is the impersonation of Manxland 
in all that it has of weakest sind strongest, the full-blown type of 
Manx womanhood at its climax, ripe, and irresistible. 

Philip is no lover for Kate, yet he is precisely the sort of person 
she would fall in love with — he is so nice ! Boss Christian was 
‘‘ swell,” but not nice, very far from it. Kate had good taste, and 
always showed it in everything. To become a great lady may have 
entered fitfully into Kate’s plans ; but, on the whole, she had no plan, 
nothing but a fixed and desperate purpose^ to get Philip, And she 
gets him. It is a game for high stakes. What does she get ? So 
weak a man that, whatever she may think, we are constantly on the 
point of giving Tiim up altogether. No, Philip is not a hero to us, 
though he might well have been so to her. To us, his shilly-shallying 
and terrors about ‘‘ what Society will say ” are simply intolerable. But 
Philip is a Manxman, and the Society in question is Manx. The 
narrow area exaggerates such terrors. We cannot doubt that Philip 
ought to be regarded as submitted to an enormous pressure, a pressure 
which can scarce]y be estimated aright by those who move in the spaces 
of a larger society. And hence the- pathos. Kate is a creature illi- 
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mitable and fearless, and she throws herself upon the clievauX'-de-frise 
of insular prejudice without a thought. Perhaps this is hardly Manx ; 
perhaps she transcends her Manxnoss. This tlan is not normal — of 
course not. Self-suppression, timidity, caution, would be far more 
natural in a Manx girl. But given Kate Oregeen such as she is, 
given Hall Caine’s Manx girl, compounded as she is toned, as she is, 
and you have her orbit traced with an almost infallible accuracy. She 
must and will act a*- she does. And Mr. Caine has looked after this ; 
she is his creature, dowered with his dower. We accept the con- 
ditions ; we do well to accept them. They exist, not commonly it is 
true, in the Isle of Man ; and accepting them, we can predict, and we 
must accept, the logical issue. 

“ The Manxman” is not “ a tale of still life.” Possibly we looked 
for a tale of that kind when we knew that the scene was laid in the 
Isle of Man. A tale of still life may be very sweet and soothing, 
very quaint, too, and humorous. But its key must always be low- 
pitched, and its incidents will be ordinary incidents. It might indeed 
have been supposed that the Isle of Man was, by the nature of the 
case,^ doomed to this happy mediocrity of interest. Hall (jaine know?, 
better; he knows his Isle of Man, and feels his Isle of Man. He 
listens to the native pulse, he marks the catches on the cogs,” he 
fathoms the possibilities, ho sympathises, he yearns ; mUl Monense a 
sr (flienttvi piUcity and the drama proceeds like a fate to its inevitable 
close. 

The close might have been different ? We think not. Let any 
one consider how, after all his degradation, Philip could be made 
respectable, and even beyond measure pathetic. It was a daring 
thing on Mr. Caine’s part to bring the character of Philip so low. 
To raise it again is little short of a triumph ; the profoundest pity 
accompanies him as he deliberately humbles himself. Ibis could not 
have been effected by any means less vigorous and drastic. The 
spookery business, even if it bo removed from the vulgar category of 
delirium tremens^ could not have saved him. We see yet another 
Philip emerging from depths hitherto concealed, but always there. 
On the level of his sad and chequered life he is weak ; but, pressed 
down to the point of recoil, he even becomes great. Admitted that 
the means are tremendous, the application is magnificent, and those 
who compare the last scene in this strange evenixul history to 
the confession which ended “ The Silence of Dean Slaitland, show no 
grasp of the situation. The accepted doom is overwhelming, though 
it is shared with Kate— an element of the most thrilling pathos. 
She is worthy of the highest compliment he can pay her, she is 
worthy to go with him. And so the solution is perfect ; no other 
ending could have disentangled the strands of such a nodvSy and 
obtained the verdict of acquittal. They pass forth, and ‘‘ the rest is 
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sileBce.” We see that Mr. Hall Caine has been blamed for a some- 
what feeble following in the footstepsof Mr. Hawthorne, in “The Scarlet 
Letter.” Surely this is unjust. In any case it is not a feeble following; 
but consider the difference. Both books end with a confession ; but 
the psychological treatment is not the same. The remorse of 
Arthur Himmosdale is worked out by the hatred of Roger Chilling- 
worth, who knows all ; the remorse of Philip Christian is developed by 
the blind love of Kate, who knows nothing. It 4s conscious malice as 
against coals of fire. In this triangular drama one of the three persons 
is kept out of the secret ; unconscious of the tragic mischief, he 
elicits the catastrophe by the emotion of love. This lifts the avenger 
of wrong-doing from the person of a man (the injured husband) to 
that of God Himself. And surely the moral significance of Philip’s 
confession is truer. Dimmesdale goes up to the scaffold only when 
his life is at its lowest dregs. Ills confession is with his last breath. 
He dies, and leaves Hester to the old burden. But Philip takes up 
the burden of Kate. He is in the prime of life, and he goes out to 
the future with her hand in his hand. Besides, it is impossible to 
compare a«work which describes so fully the temptations by which 
the sin is brought about, with one which keeps those temptations out 
of view. The one is explicit ; the other implicit ; the one is more 
awful as it closes, the other more satisfactory. But, as a matter of 
fact, all such comparisons are fatuous and futile. 

“ The Manyman ” abounds in admirable bits of description, deli- 
cately touched, never over-elaborated, always springing from or 
returning into the weft of the story. The quick, energetic style is 
sometimes almost too short and snapshot^ but excludes prolixity of 
description. Glimpses like this of Kate’s chamber are frequent — brief, 
yet so suggestive. The moonlight had crept up to the foot of the 
bed, and now lay on it like a broad blue sword speckled as with 
rust by the patchwork counterpane ” (p. 42). Similar instances will 
be found on almost every page. 

But the great point is the energy, the true Ivkpyua of the ancient 
critics. Possibly Mr. Caine is too energetic ; literary energy is not 
spasmodic or breathless. But Mr. Caine, though never spasmodic, 
is sometimes^ too breathless. There is not an otiose line in the book. 
We are hurried on with a powerful compulsion. We may cry out for 
an arret dc cinq minutes^ but we are not allowed it. The train 
cannot stay, En voiture, mesHieiirs^ m voiiure ! And yet the little 
island • is full of beauty, beauty of outline, of colour, which 
might well invite us to dwell upon its scenery. The hills are 
really mountains, that is, relatively. In some states of the 
atmosphere, and from some points of view they have a majesty 
which altogetier transcends their pretensions as indicated by 
height above t* sea-level. The glens have a knack of opening out 



^^THE MANXMAN: 


( 35:5 

ia V'Shaped distances upon the sea. .Those on the north side of the 
island, the side chiefly affected by Mr. Caine and his story, terminate 
primarily in the great Cnrragh which was the scene of the fierce fight 
between Ross and Philip. Here we have the willows, the turf, the 
“ atmosphere of flowering gorse and damp seraa and brine,” which 
Mr. Caine hints at, bat abstains from describing. Acres of bog-bean, 
the hum of innumerous bees, the voices of cuckoos by the score, have 
made this flat grouAd the chosen haunt of many a naturalist and 
many a dreamer. The s^a is beyond, though hull down, as -lack 
would have it. Mr. Caine loves a fight, and he seldom fails to bring 
one off. The thing is in the air just now, and oven our lady novelists 
will not be denied their very amateurish bouts of fisticuffing. The 
field of this battle ia thrown in with a few dashes of bright colour ; 
and Mr. Caine is energetic, and, upon such an occasion, rightly so. 

Still we could do very well with a little more word-painting ; if, 
indeed, it did not straggle abroad into the descriptive guide-book, and 
suggest the "advertising of the Island.” This, we understand, is 
the rage in the Isle,, of Man at present. Those who care least about 
Mr. Hall Caine’s works admit that they are " a splendid, cdvertise- 
inent of the Island.” Proh puilor ! But that the charming story 
which we now lay down with regret may subserve the baser uses 
associated with gaudy posters and fliigrant pufis is an accident, a 
sign of the times in which we live, and a drawback not to be 
imputed to the distinguished author of " The Manxman.” 


T. E. Mr()w\. 
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I BELIEVE it was Mr. Gosclien who once expressed the fact that 
trade tod commerce were reviving throughout the country by 
saying that money was beginning to trickle downwards in the com- 
munity from those persons who had it to the more numerous class 
who were not unwilling to enjoy it. I quote him from memory, but 
‘‘trickle’* must surely be the right word, whatever may be the 
accuracy of the rest of the quotation, or of the theory of gravitation 
as applied to currency. 

Now, knowledge is something like wealth in its tendency to 
diffusion whenever it becomes the subject of increment. It will not 
easily rest in mounded heaps. Fresh facts fast become public 
property, and even fiesh hypotheses, which ought to move more 
slowly, trickle nearly as rapidly as fresh facts. “ What I tell you in 
the dark,” the Master said, “ will be proclaimed in the light ” ; and 
this holds good of new scientific developments as well as of the un- 
foldings of religious truth. So I suppose I may take it for granted 
that some indication of the cliaracter of the Gospels discovered by 
Mrs. Lewis on Mount Sinai in the spring of 1892, the Syriac text of 
which has just emerged from the Cambridge University Press, will 
not be altogether^ unacceptable to the world at large. And in making 
this communication, 1 do not mean to assume that the world is 
becoming hungry and thir&ly after textual criticism in the same way 
that it covets coins and commodities ; on the contrary, the mere 
details which make up the greater part of the estimate of the value 
of a text, the painful discrimination between manuscripts and between 
readings, are and must be caviare to the general. They can never be 
quite tasteful ev|p to the experts themselves. But the pages of this 
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Review are in evidence that Criticism does not always stay in the 
recesses of the gloomy forest, where she carries on her secret craft ; 
she is welcomed from time to* time when she emerges with her 
results — fragments, perhaps, of a disintegrated Old Testament, a Book 
of Ecclesiastes in the yellow robe of Buddhism, a truncated copy of 
Job, and the like ; and why not in the present case, when she carries 
in her hand a version of the Four Gospels so venerable in antiquity 
and so original in Ciiaracter, that one of the first questions asked will 
be, Why have you not done it at onceanto English ?*' 

It is not my intention to relate the story of the fortunate discovery — 
that has already been done by Airs. Gibson, the sister of the discoverer, 
in her little book “ How the Codex was Found” — nor to furnish an 
account of the portions of the Gospel which have been liberated from 
their palimpsest prison, whence they looked out upon their discoverer 
with wan and ghost-like faces from behind the bars of a later and 
much leas valuable writing : the detailed description of the text may 
be found in the preface to the published volume. It is sufficient to 
say here that those who have assisted Mrs. J jowis in the recovery of the 
text — viz., the late Professor Bensly, and Mr. F. C. Bui'kiit (,vho were 
the first to determine the affinities of the text), and myself, have been 
able to restore from the actual AtS., with the assistance of Mrs. Lewises 
photographs, the greater part of the Four (Jos[)els from the faded 
writing in which they appear, and this we have done often for whole 
pages without the loss of a word or a letter ; and I take this oppor- 
tunity, the first editorial occasion that I have had in connection with 
the MS., of expressing A Airs. J^ewis my gratitude for placing in 
my hands from the first J^arge i^art of her photographs of the‘ text. 
We have, therefore, a transcript of the Four Gospels in Syriac, dating 
from a very early period, say the fifth century, and representing not 
unfaithfully a translation which must have been made far back in the 
second century. Examination shows that it is closely connected with 
the Syriac version, of which portions were published by Cureton in 1859, 
and which is called after his name. There is not the least doubt 
that, as far as Syriac Gospels are conceified, a text has been recovered 
superior in antiquity to anything yet known, and one that often agrees 
with all that is most ancient in Greek AISS. ; a text which the 
advanced critics will at once acknowledge to be, after allowance haS 
been made for a few serious blemishes, superior in purity to all extant 
copies, with a very few exceptions ; and, at the same time, a text which, 
by its dogmatic tendencies, will arouse the interest of theologians of 
every school of thought. 

It is the omissions of a MS. that first attract the attention of the 
scientific reader ; and in these the new Gospels are peculiarly rich 
(if a wealth of omissions is not too Hibernian a pl^se). Not only 
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is it marked by the absence of such passages as are deficient in the 
majority of early texts, such as the story of the Adulteress in John 
vii. 53-— viii. 11, but there are other omissions which are only certi- 
fied by a few authorities, such as the last twelve verses of St. Mark, 
together with a number of passages in the last chapters of Luke, 
which are omitted by the latest editors, often on the sole authority of 
early Latin copies. There are, in fact, very few cases where our now 
MS. does not lend its support to the shorter tc&ts : and the total 
nuniber of verses which it omits is not trifling.’ A few of these cases 
may be accidental, but the hypothesis of accident breaks down in 
view of the large number of cases that occur, and we are forced to 
admit that a substantially shorter text than the majority of extant 
documents has been brought to light. 

When we pass from omissions to the additions and peculiar read- 
ings, we find that tlie excellence of the text is confirmed by the 
almost entire absence of such passages as are generally held to be in- 
terpolations ; there is nothing contained in it like, for example, the 
story* of the man working on the Sabbath in the Codex Bezm. It 
does not seepi to liave been amplified by the addition of whole pas- 
sages from collateral documents, though we must not assume too 
hastily that such influence is wholly absent. For the main body of 
the text the reader will be struck by the constant agreement of the 
MS. with the best uncial authorities, as well • as by the occasional 
occurrence of readings which are either wholly new, or are only sup- 
ported *by scanty testimonies or by allusions in the writings of the 
Fathers. A 

It is impossible to give in this place any^m tailed account of such 
readings : probably the one which will interest most people is the 
form of Pilate’s question to the Jews in Matt, xxvii. IG : “ Which will 
ye that I release unto you ? Jesus Bar-Abba, or Jesus that is called 
Christ?” — a reading which was already known from a few MSS., and 
which, in view of the admitted prevalence in Palestine of the name 
Jesus that is applied to the two prisoners, is not in itself impossible, 
and adds an antithetic forcf, to the question, making Jfilate say : 

Which Jesus will you have ? Look oh this picture and on that ! 
The anarchist ^or the saint?” 

Another very curious reading, which I do not remember ever to have 
seen elsewhere, will be found in John xi,, where the command of Christ 
to take away the stone from the grave of Lazarus is followed by a ques- 
tion on the part of Martha : “ Why are they taking away the stone ? ” 

But the most original feature in our MS., and perhaps the most 
archaic of its peculiarities, is the suggestion in its very first page of 
another version of the birth of our Lord, by readings which definitely 
and designedly assign to Joseph, the husband of Mary, the paternity 
of Jesus. 
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When the passages which contain this astonishing statement are 
translated into English we have the following story, in which I have 
italicised such parts as demand especial critical scrutiny. 

^ Matt. i. 15-25. 

15. Eliud begat Eleazar : Eleazar begat Matthau: Matthan 

begat Jacob : 

16. Jacob begat Joseph: Joseph (to whom was espoused 

the Virgin Mary) begat ‘ jesusy who is called 
Christ 

17. All these generations from Abraham to David are 

fourteen generations : and from David to the 
Babylonian exile fourteen generations : and from 
the Babylonian exile to the Christ fourteen genera- 
tions. 


18. Now the birth of the Christ was on this wise : when 

his mother Mary was espoused to Joseph, when 
they had not come together, she was found with 
child from the Holy Ghost. 

19. But Joseph her husband, because he was just, was un- 

ovilling to e^xpose Mary ; and he was minded that 
he would quielly divorce her. 

20. But while he w^as meditating on these things there 

appeared to him an Angel of the Lord in a vision 
and said to him, Joseph, son of David, Lear not to 


take Mary thy wife, for tUit which ^ jborn 

^ (wjll be] 

of her is from the Holy Si»t. 

..... . I thou shall) ,, , . 


2 1 . She shall bear thee a son, and 


she shall 


call his name 


Jesus : for he shall save his people from their sins. 

22. Now this which happened [was] that there might be 

fulfilled that which was spoken by the Lord in 
Isaiah the prophet, who had said, 

23. Behold, the Virgin shall conceifre and shall bear a son 

and they shall call his name Emmanuel, which is 
by interpretation, our God with us. 

VOL. LXVI. 2 X 
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24. Kut when Joseph rose from his sleep he did as the 

angel commanded him, and took his wife, and she 

25. bare him a sou, and he called h\s name Jesus. 

The divergencies which this text, shows from all texts hitherto 
known are certainly very decided, and a closer study of them Tjy 'the 
side of the earliest copies and versions will not diminish the impression 
of archaism which they produce. Whether the MS. has preserved 
in any of these details the primitive form of the Gospel, or whether 
it exhibits a depravation of that first form, its tradition is in every 
respect venerable, and its readings demand the closest and, I need 
scarcely say, the most conscientious study. 

For the MS. before us furnishes a new vantage-ground for criticism, 
from which we have glimpses not merely of early variations in the 
text, but of conilicting opinions with regard to our Lord’s nativity, 
such as we know to have existed in the second century. We see the 
Gospel either in the process of formation as the sources are gradually 
combined until they reach tlie final orthodox form, or in the process 
of primitive r contamination under the influence of the earliest per- 
verting hands. 

Such a text, then, is not to bo summarily disposed of by the 
application of favourite formula) of criticism, nor is the evidence 
which it ofiers on a great dogmatic question to be tried merely by the 
touchstone of preconceived opinions. We must examine the document 
in order to determine whether we have really got behind our pre- 
viously extant authorities, and if so, in what points consists the 
superior antiquity of this new text. 

We may not, for instance, discount these readings by quoting the 
prince of modern textual critics, to the effect that heretical sects 
exercised no influence over the transmitted text,* for we shall be 
able to shotv the influence of the newly found copy on other texts 
which were accepted in early Christian circles whoso orthodoxy has 
never been doubted. * 

Neither may we settle the |||ge of our text relatively to the accepted 
Greek tradition, by classifying it with the group of authorities popu- 
larly termed Western (which would, perhaps, be better described as 
Syro-Latin) on the ground that these are now recognised as forming 
a much less trustworthy body of evidence than what is furnished from 
other quarters. We shall be able to show that if our document 
belongs to the corrupt Western group, it certainly is older than every 
other known member of the family in question ; and, to put it briefly, 
even a Western text has a right to a just trial. As one is in the 
habit of saying over things that make a fair outward show, that all 
is not gold that glitters, so also we are obliged to keep a proverb in 
* Hort, “ Notes on Sel^t Readings," p. 66. 
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counterpoise for such cases as are deficient in credentials, that all is 
not brass which appears so. 

It would be easy to set the new evidence aside, on the ground of 
the unreasonableness of the idea that the true reading, in such a 
numerous attestation as that of the documents containing the Gospel, 
should have been preserved in only a single copy, and that copy not 
in the original language. It might be said that the rule concerning 
the mouth of two of three witnesses ought at least to apply to a case 
where it is easy to find two or three thousand testimonies on the 
opposite side. What is one Syrian against so many Greeks ? 

But students, at all events, will hardly need to be reminded that 
progressive criticism of the New Testament has long since abandoned 
the practice of counting heads, and although most critics will feel, as 
Dr. Hort once said, that it is extremely unlikely that the true text 
should be preserved merely in a single version, they will also reflect on 
the number of cases in which readings are accepted on the authority of 
a single- Greek uncial, or a couple of Greek uncials, flanked by a 
solitary version, in which cases the disappearance of a single Greek 
copy,*or a couple of Greek copies, would throw the attestation of 
what is considered the correct reading upon the shgulders of their 
solitary supporting version. The Syriac MS. from Mount Sinai is 
not, therefore, to be considered necessarily wrong because it stands 
alone ; if it has not the good fortune to be in the right with two or 
three,” it may be an Athanasius (!) contra mundum ” in the world 
of MSS. 

We concede, at once and heartily, that the now readings shall bo 
impartially considered ; for if the question is going to be settled by 
the prejudices of opposite theological schools, both sides will win, and 
either party has triumphed already. Any school of dogmatists can 
employ critical canons to support a 'priori positions. It is not so long 
since that one of Griesbach’s canons was in circulation to the effect that 

that reading, amongst others, was to be preferred which seemed to 
favour an unorthodox opinion ” ; numbers of people, without thinking 
of Griesbach, will involuntarily apply^ the rule in question to the 
document before us, in which case our Sinai MS. at once carries the 
verdict for originality. But I need scarcely say that every serious 
scholar holds Griesbach’s canon to be immoral ; and in fact, modern 
textual criticism knows very little of canons, or uf orthodoxy, or 
unorthodoxy; its chief object is to classify variant and aberrant 
testimony so as to determine the causes and sources of error ; and 
its only formula is the practical one that “ when the cause of a variant 
is known the variant itself will disappear.” 

We warn off the ground, therefore, all persons who profess, like 
the Roman epicure with his dish of oysters, to tell the origin of 
variants, prwio morm. 
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Let us then examine the relation of the new document to other 
existing authorities, and to the collateral evidence furnished by the 
history of the Church. The first inquiry will give us an idea of the 
place of the MS. in the genealogy of the copies and versions ; the 
second will tell ua the antiquity of any peculiar opinions reflected in 
the MS. 

As soon as we write down the verse Matt. i. 16 in the language 
of our Sinai Codex, the critic will see that wo ar6 not dealing with 
an isolated textual phenomenon ; and the student of Church history 
will recognise that he cannot detach the passage from dogmatic 
considerations. 

We will first show, what we have already suggested by italics in 
the transcribed verses, that the novel reading is not solitary in the 
actual MS. under discussion, but is one of a series of readings, all 
betraying a similar tendency, and probably the same hand. 

We will then show that it is not an isolated phenomenon among 
the MSS. of the New Testament, but that the type of text which is 
here represented is genealogically anterior to a large body of extant 
and early wijioesses. 

And in the third place, we will show that this fluctuation in the 
text of the Gospels of the Nativity corresponds to a historically 
attested divergence in Ihe opinions of the early Christian Church. 

First we demonstrate the existence of a network of changes from 
the texts commonly received : 

{a) In Mate. i. IG, we are told that 

“Joseph, to whom was betrothed the Virgin Mary, begat 
Jesus Christ.” 

Very slight changes in the Syriac would make this into, 

“To whom was betrothed the Virgin Mary and bare Jesus Christ.” 

We have only to remove the added word “ Joseph,” and make a 
trifling modification in the verb, and the sentence is in the form 
which it takes in the Curetonian, and is become orthodox. But the 
addition of the 'vyord “ Joseph ” betrays the intention of the scribe ; 
he meant to say “ Joseph begat Jesus,” and we must not remove the 
word from his text. That this was his intention appears further, 

(6) from the addition of the Syriac word “ to thee ” in the 
announcement made by the angel (i. 21) : 

“ She shall bear thee ^ son,” 
with which must be taken 
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(c) a similar change in (i. 25) where we find : 

/ “ And she bare Aim a son." 

Here the Curetonian text has, by a very slight transposition of 
letters, made the reading into : 

“ A*nd she bare Him, (viz.) the son." 

We say the Curetonian version has made the change, for in this 
version, the 21 at verse still stands with the added to thee ” as in 
the Sinaitic text. 

(d) In Matt. i. 25, the words “ And he knew her not until she 
brought forth a son ” are wholly wanting in the Sinaitic text, and are 
replaced in the Curetonian text by the peculiar substitute, “ And he 
was living with her in purity until she bare a son." 

No one will pretend that the Curetonian reading is the original. 
Every one recognises that it is a modification and it may bo a pro- 
duct of tendency on the part of some scribe or editor % but it can 
hardly be a change made on the common Greek reading, to the force 
of which it adds nothing. It is, however, quite a natural supple- 
ment, perhaps made by memory, at a recognised chasm in the text. 

(f*) Probably with this group of readings should bo taken the 
words (i. 25) 

“ ffr called his name Jesus," 

for these words emphasise the paternal rights of Joseph in the naming 
of the child, as against the reading of the ordinary Greek text, and 
■of the Curetonian. 

The translation of this clause might have been, however, a result 
•of the ambiguity of the Syriac in v. 21, which may be rendered 
■either : 

Thou shalt call his name Jesus" 

(which is the common Greek reading), or 

“She shall call his name Jesus.” 

If interpreted in the former sense, the change to “ he called " would 
‘be natural enough. These changes of the text are, however, too 
'numerous to be all accidental. , 

On every ground we are entitled to say that we are dealing with 
•a network of allied variations and nob with a single error, nor with 
an isolated primitive peculiarity, such as might be natural in a 
document made up out of a register, where the father’s name was 
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customary. And it is worthy of notice that the corrector who is 
revealed to us in the pages of the Curetonian text as undoing the 
mischief which he imagined that he detected in the old Syriac 
CJospels, has gone further with the rectification of the text th.an was 
necessary for his object ; in his zeal for the virginity of Mary he has 
altered passages where we are accustomed to see nothing wrong : in 
i. 25, he objects to the words “took his wife,’* ^nd alters them to 
“took Mary”; and in i, 20, the words of the angel are altered 
from fear not to take to thee Mary thy wife,” to “ fear not to take 
to thee Mary thine espoused.” Here the Sinai text has the support 
of the Greek, and is certainly the more ancient. Again, in Matthew 
i. 19, the expression Joseph her husband is reduced to “ Joseph 
in the Curetonian. 

• Without deciding, then, as to the relative priority of the Greek 
text and the Syriac preserved in the Sinai MS., I think we must 
recognise that the Curetonian text is of the nature of an orthodox 
revision, speaking in general terms, of the text of the Sinai Gospels. 

It will throw some light upon the disputes which attached them- 
selves to thdh6 passages if we transcribe some patristic comments on 
the verses which we are studying. 

For example, Severus tells us that “ When Joseph is called the 
husband of Mary, and Mary the wife of Joseph, it causes no slight 
disturbance and perplexity ; but we shall find the solution of the 
words from the Scripture itself, which is accustomed to call those 
who are betrothed to one another man and wife : so it is written in 
Deuteronomy.^’ 

Chrysostom says, “ When you hear the words ‘ husband of Mary,' 
you are not to think of Christ as born by the common law of nature, 
for notice how he adds words to correct this opinion.” 

Again, “He called her wife according to custom ; for so they used 
to call the betrothed maiden, even though not yet in wedlock.” 

Again, ‘‘ Fear not, &c. ; he added ‘ fear not,’ showing that he had 
been afraid lest he should offend God, through having an adulteress 
to wife, and he said ‘ thy wife,’ because she was not polluted, but he 
calls her wife from the fact of the espousal. 

Again, “ Thou shalt call his name, for though thou shalt contribute 
nothing to his generation, nevertheless thou shalt call his name, even 
though the offspring be not thine, but thou shalt play the part of a 

father to him He did not say ‘ she shall bear thee a son,’ but 

* she shall bear one,^ in order that no one should suspect from this 
he wa^ his father, and because she did not bear a son to him, but to 
the whole world.”* 

It is difiScuit to* read these comnients without coming to the cou" 

* Notice the Curetonian reading in this connection : He shall save the world from 
their sins.*’ 
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elusion that the Infancy section in Matthew was a fertile ground of 
misunderstanding, and that its text was at a very early period 
encumbered with various readings. What significance it adds to the 
reading of the Sinai MS., “ She shall bear thee a son,” to be told by 
Chrysostom that Matthew did not say this, for fear of its arousing a 
suspicion as to the paternity of Joseph. Was the writer opposing 
not merely a hypothetical reading in the manner common to preachers, 
but one which already existed and had actually carried the inference 
which he wished to be avoided ? In the light of such comments, the 
tendency of the Sinaitic readings must be admitted ; they run side 
by side with a belief in the paternity of Joseph. 

The tendency of the changes in the Curetonian version is also 
obvious enough ; they have been noticed by many writers (Renan, I 
believe, among the rest), who pointed out that their object was to 
emphasise the virginity of Mary : only, by not suspecting the character 
of the text in which these changes have been made, it has been some- 
times suggested by critics that they were made in the interests of the 
doctrine of the perpetual virginity of Mary. Accordingly, a recent 
writer contributes to the latest edition of Scrivener’s ''Introduction 
to the New Testament” the statement that they were meant to 
antagonise the heresy of the Helvidians. Such a fine disregard for 
chronology in the manufacture of second-century variants to crush 
fourth-century heresies is one more illustration of the truth that in 
the criticism of the New Testament we are still at the beginning.” 
No ! not Helvidius, but some worm lying much nearer to the root, 
some CeHnthis odihiliSf or Carpocratca infniHuosus, or Nazarccus 
anonyniiLS, is the creature that is antagonised in the Curetonian 
reforms. 

We have now demonstrated the existence of a network of various 
readings in the Lewis Gospels, which are in character, to say the 
least, non-Catholic ; and we have illustrated the disputes as to the 
use of the terms “ husband,” “wife,” and “espoused.” 

Before leaving this point it must be noticed that although the new 
Codex Sinaiticus employs the term “ espoused ” in Matthew i. 16 ,- 
in the Gospel of Luke, where it is a part of the canonical text, the* 
same MS. rejects it and definitely says “ wife ” : “ To bo taxed with 
Mary his wife,” is his reading of the passage. Unfortunately, the 
greater part of the opening chapters of Luke has not been recovered, ^ 
so that we cannot tell whether this Gospel would have shown similar 
aberrations to those which we detect in Matthew ; it is lawful, at 
least, to suspect as much. But the suspicion is negatived, though 
not finally, by the absence of any decided change at the beginning 
of the genealogy, which reads, “ Jesus, being thirty years old, is, as 
he is called, the son of Joseph.” 

Our next duty is to prove that the body of readings to which we 
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have referred was m the line of ancestry of a great variety of MSS. 
We shall do this by showing the diffusion of the secondary readings 
which they have provoked. 

Their existence in the old Syriac has been made clear enough by 
the comparison of the Curetonian version with the Sinai Gospels ; 
and the evidence brought forward is supported by the Tatian Harmony, 
which shows decidedly the use of the phrase, “ He was living with 
her in purity.^’ Ephrem quotes the expression in his Commentary 
on Tatian again and again, evidently as part of his text, which he 
calls in one place “the Scripture,” and to which in another place he 
adds the words, “ So it is read.” The correction had, therefore, been 
made in the copy of Tatian used by Ephrem. Now, whether the first 
Syriac version of the Gospel was modelled on Tatian’s prior work, 
or whether Tatian’s work was composed out of the first Syriac 
Gospels, it will be very difficult to deny that the Syriac version, 
either at its source or near to the same, was in the form which is pre- 
sented to us by the new Codex Siiiaiticus. If all the Old Syriac texts 
that have come to light show traces either of the unorthodox form or of 
a correction of the same, there must be unorthodoxy near the source. 

When we turn to the Greek Gospels we find that a group of 
erratic MSS., which is commonly known by the name of the 
Perrar Group (after the learned Dublin Professor who first studied 
their relations to one another), and which are proved to come from a 
common lost original, had in their archetype at Matthew i. 16 very 
nearly the reading of the Curetonian text, ‘‘ To whom betrothed the 
Virgin Mary bare Jesus who is called Christ.” 

There is evidence, then, that the reformed reading was current in 
Greek as well as in Syriac. 

Further, it was current in the old Latin ; almost all the repre- 
sentatives of this old Latin text show the same tradition, reading, 
“To whom betrothed the Virgin Mary begat ((??• bare) Jesus who is 
called Christ (nr Jesus Christ),” The Latin of the Codex Beza) has the 
same peculiarity ; nor is there any doubt that the same feature would 
have been found in the corresponding Greek, if the companion page 
had not been torn away. 

To the foregping add that the same amended reading is current 
also in copies of the Armenian version, which derive their text, in all 
probability, from the Syriac. 

We have proved that, if the Curetonian text be a reformation of 
the Sinai, form, then the influence of the Sinai readings is to be seen 
in Greek, Latin, and Armenian texts. Applying the maxim that 
coincidence of readings implies community of ultimate origin for 
such readings, we may reasonably believe that the ancestry of the 
group of new readings which we have been discussing coincides with 
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the ancestry of a great variety of MSS. diffused in different 
languages. 

In following these MSS. back to their source, we have little hesi- 
tation in saying that we should pass into or pass through a MS. in 
which the text was arranged as we see it in the new Syriac Codex. 

Perhaps this will become clearer if we represent the relationship 
of these readings by a rough diagram : 
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We do not wish tliis diagram to be regarded as final, for we cannot 
classify MSS. from the study of a single passage; but it serves to express 
the following textual facts, that in very early times there were, as regards 
the first chapter of Matthew, two branches of text, one the branch 
which we know by the accepted and almost universal Greek tradition, 
the other a non-Catholic text, in which Joseph was represented as the 
husband of Mary in a different sense from the Catholic acceptation. 
The line of unorthodox tradition again divides into two, one of which 
carries a reformed text, more pronounced in its orthodoxy than the 
first divergence, and the other, which conserves the non-Catholic 
text, appears in the old Syriac in our Codex Sinaiticus. On the 
secondary orthodox side are grouped, in various ramifications which 
are not yet clearly made out, the other members of the dispersed 
family, which bear the marks of reformation from unorthodoxy. 
The diagram is only meant to assist the imagination, and does not 
carry a strict genealogical meaning ; for we do not yet know whether 
what we have called, for the sake of convenience, the unorthodox and 
secondary orthodox readings originated in Syriac or elsewhere ; and 
since there was much passing to and fro of readings in all directions 
we must not draw hasty conclusions as to genealogy. Let us move 
slowly and we shall be more likely to move safely. 
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We have now proved our second point — viz., that the peculiar 
features of the Nativity section in the Sinai MS, do not detach it 
from the main body of the MSS. of the New Testament, in such a 
way as to allow us to set the Codex on one side as merely eccentric. 
For it is genealogically linked with many other authorities. When 
there are enough people who show signs of the same peculiarity, we 
cease to describe them by the opprobrious term “ eccentric, ^ because 
the missile is capable of being thrown back on the sender. And it 
is the same with MSS. as with individuals. 

We pass on to the third point — viz., that this divergence which 
we find in the primitive evangelical tradition corresponds in its first 
stage with a divergence of opinion in the primitive Church, 

The genealogies, of which we have a couple preserved in our 
canonical Gospels, but of which we have reason to believe a larger 
number than two to have been primitively current, are mere fossils 
belonging to certain strata of belief. They were alive once ; they are 
dead now. They are the drift-wood of early controversies carried 
down in the gulf-stream of the evangelical literature. Every one is, 

I suspect, of ^the nature of a polemical broadside, however pointless 
they may seem to us to be, and probably it is only in a very narrow 
sense that they can be considered historical. They were compiled 
to confirm existing opinions, rather than to produce beliefs. The 
final appeal in such cases was not to the Gospels, which had scarcely 
attained their canonical form, and certainly took time to acquire 
ecclesiastical authority, but to the ancient Scriptures to which 
the Gospels adhered as a pendant. This was necessary, because the 
first questions of the Church had to be discussed in the synagogues, 
and the debates were, of necessity, Rabbinical in character. The 
dialogue of Justin with Trypho is a favourable specimen of the kind 
of discussion that must have prevailed. The value of the genealogies 
consists in their disclosure of the opinions which called for their pro- 
duction, and not in the genealogies themselves; and it is quite possible 
that every school of thought, Christian or Judaeo- Christian, had its 
Sepher Toledoth or Book of Generations, 

When we look at the extant fragments of historical evidence with 
regard to the beliefs concerning our Lord's origin, we find, over andi 
above the Catholic belief, distinct traces of other opinions; and 
these are chiefly the following : 

(1) That He was the Son of Joseph and Mary without any 
suggestion reflecting upon His birth as doubtful, or any sign 
that it was unusual. (Cerinthus, Carpocrates and the 
Adoptionists generally.) 

(2) There was a scandalous story,, which finds favour in 
the Talmud, that He was the Son of Mary by some unknown 
person, said to be a soldier of the name of Panther, 
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The latter supposition is certainly late, a mere scoffing product of 
the second century; I arrived independently in studying this legend, 
which is current in the Talmud, at a conclusion which had already 
been announced years since by Nitzsch, that the T^anthera of Oelsus^ 
revilings and the Bar Pantliera or Bandera of the Jews are ana- 
grams on the name of the Blessed Virgin (Parthenos).* 

The real value of the Pantliera story consists in the fact that it 
supplies early sec6nd-century evidence for the currency and general 
acceptance of the doctrine of the Partheneity of Mary.f The anti- 
quity of this doctrine may also be seen from Irenmus' statement 
that Oerinthus denied the virgin birth hecaasc it seemed to him to he an 
impossibility. It was, therefore, a current belief at least as early as 
the time of Oerinthus — i.e., at the end of the first century. 

But this does not mean that such a doctrine was universally held : 
the statement of Justin that some of our brethren regard Jesus 
Christ as a man from among men, without regard to what the pro- 
phetical Scriptures say about Him, proves that diversity of opinion 
existed, and was to some extent and in certain circles even tolerated. 
If you cannot, says Justin in effect, believe Him to, God from 
heaven, this should not hinder you from acknowledging Him to be 
the Christ. And this moderate language is exactly what we should 
expect from Justin and those who stood with him, who derived the 
main support of their beliefs from the prophetical Scriptures, The 
order of their propaganda seems to have been to establish, first, the 
doctrine that Jesus was the Messiah of the Scriptures, then to declare 
His miraculous birth and pre-existence from the Scriptures, and, 
lastly, to conclude Him to be God from heaven, according to the 
Scriptures. But whatever order was observed in the demonstration, 
or whatever arguments were adduced, either from the Scriptures *or 
elsewhere, it is certain that almost every stage in the demonstration 
is marked by the rise of a school or the growth of a heresy ; and of 
all schools and heresies, the most prominent, if we may judge from 
the evidence of Church history, is the Adoptionist school, composed 
of those who placed the advent of the Divine Nature in Jesus at the 
time of the Baptism, and not at the Miraculous Conception. This did 
not necessarily involve a disbelief in the pre-existence of Christ ; on 
the contrary, it almost requires such a belief wherever any power, 
8eon, or the like, was said to have descended ; but certainly did in- 
volve an unqualified belief in the natural birth of the Lord Jesus 
from human parentage. 

* Any objection which may be made from the fact that the name Pantliera is found 
written in Hebrew with a hard or with a may be dismissed, for we have the Greek 
form of the name preserved, and it is certainly Panther ; if this could be derived 
from a Hebrew form Pantera, there is nothing to prevent the converse process— viz., 
the manufacture of the Plebrcw Pantera out of Panthera, or out of the Parthenos. 

t She must have already acquired her ecclesiastical title of the Blessed Virgin, if 
her name was to be the subject of literary by-play. 



668 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


Accordingly, when Epiphanius tolls ns that Cerinthns and Oarpo- 
crates attempted to prove from the genealogy in their Gospel of 
Matthew that Christ was of the seed of Joseph and Mary, I do not 
see that we need hesitate to say that our newly-found Codex, which 
certainly supplies material for such arguments as are indicated by 
Epiphanius, ought to be described as an Adoptionist MS., or at least 
as a MS. coloured with Adoptionist views. It need not be the very 
Gospel used in Corinthian circles, but it is certainJy suflBciently like 
to it to share with the Gospel spoken of by Epiphanius in a common 
designation. 

We shall confirm the accuracy of our description of the Sinai MS. 
as Adoptionist by drawing attention to another reading of a similar 
tendency. 

We premise that the emphasis of Adoptionism is laid upon the 
occurrences at the Baptism, which is regarded as the time of the Elec- 
tion of the Christ. Its proof-text from the Old Testament is the verse 
in the second Psalm, “ Thou art my Son : this day have I begotten 
thee.” As is well known to students, there are traces in the New 
Testament of JLhe intrusion or extrusion of this verse ; when, there- 
fore, we look for Adoptionist readings, the chief places to look are 
the accounts of the Baptism. The question then is proposed, whether 
our MS. shows any traces of such Adoptionist readings, and whether, 
if it does so, it stands sole or in a linkage with other early MSS., 
after the manner which we described in the discussion of the new 
readings in Matthew. 

Now, it is certainly remarkable that in our Gospel of John (i. 3'1) 
we find in place of the current text, “ I saw and bare record that this 
is the Son of God,” the variation, “ I saw and bare record that this 
is «the Chosen of God.” iloreover, when we turn to the old Latin 
texts, we find that three of the best representatives of the Latin 
tradition have as follows : elcdus jUivs ilei (Cod. a) ; dei Jilius elcdtts 
(Cod. h) ; and films eUrliis dei (Cod. ff ") ; where the variation of the 
order is sufllcient of itself to lead us to suspect that there has been a 
correction of a primitive form — “ the Chosen of God ” to the Canonical 
Son of God.” It will bo noticed, again, that the Syriac reading is, 
in its simplicity^ earlier than the old Latin tradition, and preserves 
the form with which the Canonical text has, in the Latin, been com- 
bined. Here, then, we have a distinct trace of Adoptionism, exactly 
parallel to the readings in the genealogy of Matthew ; and it will be 
very difficult to credit the Fourth Evangelist with the expression. 

We have now established our third point — viz., that the divergence 
of .the Sinai text in certain notable readings of the first chapter of 
Matthew and elsewhere from the current texts of the Gospel run 
parallel with the division of the early Church into Adoptionists and 
Incamationists. We will illustrate this fundamental divergence of 
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belief by a single glimpse at the methods employed by the two 
opposing schools when in controversy one with the other. 

The general procedure of the orthodox school was to quote and 
comment upon certain testimonies from the Old Testament. ' 

The main text was Is. vii. 14, “ A virgin shall conceive,” which 
was so effective a demonstration that the Jews were obliged to intro- 
duce a new Greek version in the time of Hadrian in order to displace 
the conclusions drawn from the rendering of the LXX. in this passage. 
Those who have estimated the extent to which the Soptuagint was 
employed in Jewish circles, and in all probability in Jewish synagogues 
outside of Palestine, will j comprehend the controversial exigency of 
the situation. 

A second text which was employed at a very early time was the* 
verse in Daniel (ii. S I ), A stone was cut out of the mountain without 
hands ” ; the identification of Christ with the Stone of prophecy (for 
to the early commentators He was not merely the spiritual Rock of 
the desert wandering, but every other piece of Biblical petrology 
reflected Him and llis mission) was a commonplace of the first and 
second centuries, and the words ‘‘ without hands ” were ^readily inter- 
preted to mean ‘‘ without human intervention ” from the Virgin 
directly. 

It is interesting that we know in this case the reply of the party 
which did not accept the doctrine of the Virgin Birth. It has been 
preserved for us by St. Ephrem who, in his (Commentary upon Tatian, 
records so many opposite opinions, and answers them in so many 
inconsistent ways, as to lead incautious readers to believe that the 
work is not really his, but a series of strata of extracts from different 
writers. St. Ephrem quotes the passage from Daniel (“ Cut out of 
the rock without hands ”), and then says, “ This is not the same idea 
as ' liook to the mountain and the valley,’ where he intimates the 
male and the female, for here he says, ‘ Without hands.’ For aa 
Adam in the creation of Eve filled the part both of father and 
mother, so did Mary in the generation of our Lord.” 

The editor of Ephrem’s Commentary was puzzled as to the meaning 
of this passage, and failed to identify the alternative verse which 
Ephrem quoted. The passage is not difficult to recognise. It is 
Isaiah li. . 1, which is interpreted to mean the male and the female; 
A reference either to the actual text, or better stili to Ephrem’s com- 
mentary on Isaiah in loc,, will show this with perfect clearness.* 

The objector’s reply is now intelligible enough ; for the stone cut 
from the rock, he suggests a stone hewn out of the mountain and 

* The comment is : “ Look to the mountain whence ye were cut out, and to the ditch 
from whence ye were called ; reminding tliem of Abraham their father, indicating 
him by the name of the * mountain ’ ; and of Sara, their mother, depicting her by the 
name of the valley (or ditch).” 
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digged out of a valley, implying, as St. Ephrem says, by this sym- 
bolism the male and the female. 

The illustration gives an idea of the lines on which the popular 
discussion was conducted. It was not quite the method of modern 
theology, but it has a historical interest of its own, and cannot be 
neglected by the student. 

Here, then, as so often happens with St. Ephrem’s polemics, we are 
taken back into the early days when the verse quoted was a party 
watchword, and are enabled to see from a special instance the way in 
which little people with Kabbinic methods tried to solve great 
questions. And it is pretty clear that even down to St. Ephrem’s 
day they were not all of one mind as to tho solution. 

Now that we have established the three points which we essayed 
to prove, the existence of a group of what for convenience I may call 
Cerinthian readings, the influence of the Cerinthian text, and its 
correspondence with the known historical fact of a Cerinthian or 
Adoptionist party in the early Church, we must return to the question 
of the genuineness of those readings as against the common and 
orthodox Gre^k text. 

I do not here name them Cerinthian in order to condemn them, 
but only for the sake of distinguishing them from the received 
readings. The question is whether in these new readings we find 
ourselves at the back of all previously existing readings or not. At 
first sight there may seem to bo some plausibility in the supposition ; 
we are certainly behind Mphrem’s copy of Tatian, and we seem to 
have a concurrence of evidence in various languages whose point of 
derivation must be at a very early period. But this multiplicity of 
evidence is more apparent than real. 

Of the texts which diverge from what I call Cerinthus, the Ferrar 
group has recently been the object of special study at my own 
hands. In a lecture delivered at Mansfield College, Oxford, in last 
November,* I pointed out that the ancestor of this group of MSS. 
had undergone influence from a Syriac MS. of the Gospels, and 
established a theory, which I propounded several years ago in my 
notes on the Tatian Harmony, that the peculiarities of this group of 
MSS. are due tP re-translation from the Syriac. So that the evidence 
•of the Ferrar group does not add anything to the known fact of the 
existence of the Cerinthian and tho reformed Cerinthian readings in 
Syriac. 

The same thing is true in regard to the more obscure evidence, 
of the Tatian Harmony. I feel pretty sure now that this Harmony 
was made out of actually existing Syriac MSS. of the Gospels. The 
proof is not simple, nor suitable for the pages of a review, but I will 
give one instance to show what I mean. 

* On the Origin of the Ferrar Group.” London ; C. J. Clay k Sons. 
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One of the most characteristic readings of Tatian has been held to 
be the expression of Mark (viii. 26), preserved in the Arabic Harmony, 
where, we are told that the Syro-Phenician woman, upon whose 
daughter the Lord showed compassion, was a native of Emesa (or 
Homs) of Syria. The reading has, at first sight, every appearance of 
being an addition to the information in the canonical Gospels. If 
it is really a part of Tatianas text, I can prove, however, that he was 
working on Syriac. Gospels. The proof is as follows : the Persic 
version, which was made from a Syriac text, says the woman was 
from Phenice of Syria — i.e.^froiti Homs^^' from which we suspect 
that Homs of Syria in Tatian ’s text is merely an explanation of 
Phenice of Syria.’* And this is confirmed by the dictionary of Bar Ali 
and a number of other authorities, who tell us that “ Phenice of 
Syria is the city Homs.” If, then, Tatian’s text had “ Homs of 
Syria,” it is explanatory of an earlier text “ Phenice of Syria,” and tnis 
text must have been a translation of the troublesome Greek word 
Syro-Phenician.” The collateral evidence for the existence of such 
a translation is abundant. Tatian was therefore working on trans- 
lated Gospels. It appears, therefore, that his evidence also, as might 
have been expected, runs back into a Syriac source ; anA in so far as 
he is in evidence for the reformed Cerinthian reading, the evidence is 
Syriac evidence. 

We come next to the Latin texts, which certainly had the reformed 
Cerinthian reading at their source. The close agreement between 
the old Latin and old Syriac texts has long been matter of 
remark, and various theories have been proposed to explain it, 
such as that the Syriac had drawn on the old Latin or the old Latin 
on the Syriac, or both on a modification of the Greek. The 
discussion of the matter is yet incomplete ; but, as far as it has 
gone, it is perhaps more favourable to a belief in the direct influence 
of the Syriac upon other texts than to any other hypothesis. Pro- 
bably we shall see our way more clearly in this matter before long. 
Meanwhile the matter stands thus : the evidence for the Cerinthian 
and reformed Cerinthian readings is largely, and perhaps wholly 
Syriac evidence. But in any case the original group of Cerinthian 
readings is behind the whole body of witnesses which are called 
Western ” in the parlance of textual criticism. 

We have now placed the group of new readings iix its right setting 
among the authorities for the text, and in its right place in the 
history of belief ; and we will conclude by saying something on the 
question of their relation to the archetype of Matthew, and try to 
answer the question, “Are they valid against the Greek ?” 

The first objection to the priority of the new Syriac readings lies 
in the use of the expression, “the Virgin Mary,^^ in Matthew i. 16. 
It is a late expression relatively to the New Testament. Even in 
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the Apology of Aristides, which is one of ouf earliest witnesses 
for the Virgin Birth, she is simply “ a Hebrew Virgin ” ; so that, if 
we were to receive the words, “ Virgin Mary,” or Mary the Virgin,” 
as a popular and understood title, into the earliest form of the Gospel, 
we should be guilty of an anachronism. 

We recognise this instinctively in the Ouretonian readings and in 
the old Latin texts, where the occurrence of the words has even led to 
the belief that they formed part of an attempt to colour the text in 
the direction of the dogma of the perpetual virginity. These words,' 
at all events, never formed part of the primitive text in any book of 
the New Testament, nor should we be nearer to the first form of the 
Gospel of Matthew by editing them in place of the received text. 

The next objection, a far more serious one, lies, as our readers have 
probably observed, in the inconsistency of the Sinai narrative as a whole ; 
while the received story is miraculous and consistent, the new account is 
miraculous and inconsistent : it represents our Lord as the direct off- 
spring of Joseph and Mary, but introduces a miraculous descent of 
an angel to explain what was, on its own hypothesis, a natural 
phenomenon. It omits the passage in which we are told of Joseph 

[oVK eyivOXTKBV (tVTt]v iTEKtV, 

presumably implying the reverse of this statement, and yet it 
announces the birth as supernatural. Nor can these inconsistencies 
be removed, except by withdrawing the whole section concerning the 
angelic vision. If the angel remains, the theory of the normal 
generation must go, or the visit of the angel must be reduced to the 
annunciation of a non-miraculous event. 

Try and accommodate the incident of the angelic vision to the 
definitely expressed paternity of Joseph, and you will be obliged to 
erase the statements that Mary was with child before marriage, 
that the conception was from the Holy Spirit, that the prophecy was 
fulfilled that a virgin should conceive, as well as the clause actually 
absent in the Sinaitic text (ovk lylvwaKiv avTriv cwc)- Even the 
casual remark that Joseph was a just man would have to be removed, 
as being, on the hypothesis of the accuracy of the Sinaitic text, incon- 
sistent with his conduct before the vision and the meditated divorce 
which was prevented by the vision. We should have to reduce the In- 
fancy section to shreds before it would satisfy an Adoptionist hypothesis. 
And we can, therefore, only conclude that this section of the text 
was, in the first instance, not an Adoptionist, but an orthodox pro- 
duct, from which it follows at once that the Adoptionist variants which 
occur in the Angel section are depravations. And to conclude thus 
for the verses in question, in view of the fact that these new readings 
which we have been studying form a connected group of a similar 
tendency, is to throw the gravest doubt on the genuineness of 
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the variant, Joseph .... begat Jesus,” in the genealogy 
proper. 

It appears, then, that the writer who has come to our knowledge 
in the variants of the Sinai MS. is not the original composer of the 
text, but some later person, very near in date to the first hand, who 
•has attempted to make the story non-miraculous by a series of in- 
adequate incisions and excisions in an already existing text. 

If the preceding sketch of the new text be a just one, and the 
arguments brought forward valid, we are entitled to say of the lead-, 
ing changes of text which appear in our copy that “ an enemy hath 
done this,” and to apply the adjective Cerinthian to the readings, not 
merely by way of recognition, but as an indication of bad faith in 
the transmission of the Gospel. 

The inquiry made in these pages is a preliminary one ; we have 
not professed to exhaust the critical side of the question, nor to ^nter 
upon its more distinctly theological issues. All that we have tried to 
do is to demonstrate the existence of a bifurcation in the primitive 
text of the New Testament from the remarkable evidence which has 
recently come to light, and to show which of the two branches has the 
greater claim to be considered the primitive text, * 

To the devout readers it may, perhaps, seem that this cold-blooded 
criticism of vital questions is wanting in due reverence. I can, 
however, assure them that such is not the case. Upon two separate 
occasions I have taken off my shoes in the Chapel of the Burning 
Bush on Mount Sinai, although in the habit of regarding 

Earth crammed with heaven, 

And every common bush alire with God.'' 

Should we, then, fall short of adorations in the Convent Library, 
or in the study of MSS. of the Scriptures, veritable bushes of fire, 
common or uncommon ? Nay ! I hope that, whatever may be the 
outcome of our studies, and apart from the question of their further- 
ance of orthodox theology, we may always belong to the order of 
discalceate friars. 

J. Bendel Harbis. 
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SCHOOL SUPPLY IN THE MIDDLE AGES. 


T IIPj Conference on Secondary Education which met at Oxford 
last year, followed by the Iloyal Commission presided over by 
Mr. Bryce, has called the attention of the public onco again to the 
deplorable deliciency of the supply of public secondary schools through- 
out the country. The last time at which public attention was strongly 
called to tins matter was in 1807, when the Report of the Schools 
Inquiry Commission was published. According to the admirable 
summary of this Report, given in a paper by Mr. Codfrey Benson, M.P., 
in Mr. Acland's “ Studi(!a in Secondary Education,^' there were in 
18G5-6 some 800 secondary schools of all grades, including a large 
number little, if at all, above the merest elementary schools (as ele- 
mentary school was then understood), and many of these decrepit and on 
the verge of extinction. That number was no more than one secondary 
school for every 23,750 people among the then population of 19,000,000. 
There are no authoritative returns to show whether the efforts of the 
Charity Commission, the Science and Art Department, the Board of 
Agricultuie, and more recently, the great outcrop of schools due to 
the expenditure on technical instruction by the County Councils, have 
kept the supgiy of schools and secondary education level with the 
enormous increase of population since 18G6 to its present 30,000,000. 
But if these manifold, though sporadic, agencies have succeeded in 
keeping the supply level with the population, that is about all they 
have done. The supply is still, probably, as far below the demand as 
it was in 1 8G6, and the demand is still as far from being as great as 
it would be if the supply, not only of schools, but of instruction in 
the schools, were better. England not only lags behind Prance 
and Germany, where the State is all-powerful and all-interfering in 
the matter of secondary education as in other matters, but is far 
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behind Scotland^ where the State has not meddled or muddled much 
more than here. The most striking evidence of this is to be found 
in the marked difference between the class of students who form the 
bulk of the undergraduates at the Scotch universities and those in 
the English universities ; the difference between a democratic and a 
plutocratic assembly ; between an institution which appeals to the 
masses and one which is devoted to the classes. This diflference has 
existed ever sincfe the Reformation. It is due to the difference 
between the way the Reformation was conducted in the two countries. 

It is a salient instance of the disadvantage of a revolution con- 
ducted from above, as it was in England, as compared with one from 
below, as it was in Scotland. The aristocratic Reformation in Eng- 
land destroyed to a large extent the public provision for the advance- 
ment of education, while the democratic Reformation in Sco^^Hnd 
only transformed and modernised it. 

There is not the smallest doubt that the provision for secondary 
education was far greater in proportion to population during the 
Middle Ages than it has ever been siDC'\ Education was, if not a 
first charge on the endowments of the Chiircli, at all events a well- 
recognised part of the duties for the performance of which the 
endowments were given. During the whole time from the introduc- 
tion of Christianity to the Reformation, education was an eccle- 
siastical concern. It was conducted by the clergy, and was a 
matter of^ cognizance in the ecclesiastical courts. From the 
university to the village school, every educational institution was an 
ecclesiastical one, and those who governed it, managed it, and taught 
in it were ecclesiastics. Every village parson was, or ought to have 
been, an elementary schoolmaster : every collegiate church kept a 
secondary school : and every cathedral church maintained in early 
days a small university, and, to the last, afforded instruction in what 
was regarded as the highest faculty, theology. The result was that 
as the Church was ubiquitous, so education was in some form ubiqui- 
tous, if not universal. As a consequence, secondary schools wero 
found ill almost every place in which they were required. Though 
the Middle Ages extend over some 800 years, and there was pro- 
bably as much difference between the age which saw tlie foundation 
of the Cathedral School of York in, say, 780, and that which 
witnessed the opening of Winchester College in 1893, as there is be- 
tween the age of William of Wykebam and our own, yet it is within 
the truth to say that there were, throughout the period, more secondary 
schools in proportion to the population than there have ever been 
since. Even when progress was overwhelmed by such devastating 
catastrophes as the Danish invasions and the Norman Conquest, no 
sooner had the deluge abated than the schools reared themselves again, 
as under Alfred the Great and William Rufus. Even when the 
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Ghurcli liad begnn to neglect its duties in the matter of education, as 
in most other respects, and when the increase or the shifting of 
population had rendered the supply of schools inadequate, new 
founders stepped into the breach and the foundations of laymen sup- 
plied the deficiencies or neglect of the clergy. 

We are not here concerned with elementary education, but it is 
certain that it was well provided for. The English Council of 
Clovesho in 817 prescribed that “every mass priest shall always have 
in his house a school of learners,” who must have been mainly ele- 
mentary scholars. As late as 1295, Bishop John of Pontissara, in a 
synod at Winchester, orders that parish priests are to see that “ the 
sons of their parishioners know the Lord’s Prayer, the Apostles’ Creed, 
and the Salutation of the Virgin ; and to induce the parents to let 
the boys learn to chant as soon as they know how to read their 
Psalter, lest after they have advanced farther they have to go back and 
learn it, or, through ignorance of it, are less able to understand divine 
service.” 

Secondary education was given through divers institutions. In the 
largest cities the cathedral schools, or where the cathedral churches 
had been handed over to monks, as at Winchester, the episcopal 
schools, as they would more properly be called, supplied the place of 
the modern public school. In the towns of secondary size, such as 
were then Beverley, Wolverhampton, Warwick, the grammar schools 
attached to collegiate churches occupied practically the same position, 
and did exactly the same work, as the grammar schools of such places 
at present. In towns where there was no collegiate church, grammar 
schools were found attaclied to or maintained by three different forms 
of institution : corporations or guilds, hospitals, and chauntries. In 
the later times before the lieforniation, not merely the towns but 
many country villages were found possessed of grammar schools, 
where the pious founder had stepped in and provided an endowment 
to adorn his manor, or to commemorate the place of his birth, without 
any very precise regard to the chances of success and the require- 
ments of the population. 

A few examples of each class will suffice to show the widespread 
character of the provision thus made, after giving which we will attempt 
to make an estimate of the provision of schools in proportion to popu- 
lation. The earliest school in England of which we have definite 
information is precisely where we should expect to find it, viz., in the 
earliest ecclesiastical foundation in the country, the Cathedral School at 
Canterbury. This school was, no doubt, started as soon as there were 
sufficient Kentish parents converted to Christianity, whose children 
could be got together for instruction. Its recorded fame, however, 
dates from Bede, who tells us how the Greek priest, Theodore, who, 
like St. Paul, came from Tarsus in' Cilicia, was persuaded to exchange 
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the half-moon tonsure of the Greek Church for the full-moon tonsure 
or “crown” of the Koman Church, and to become Archbishop of the 
English. By the accident of this selection it happened that not 
merely the Roman, but the Greek culture, was brought here, that the 
scholars of Canterbury, like Bede himself and Aldhelm, the founder 
of Malmesbury Minster, learnt Greek as well as Latin; and thus 
England embraced a wider range of learning than any other country in 
Europe. The English at once sprang into the front rank of scholars ; 
and Englishmen like Wilibrord and Winfrid (or Boniface), the apostle 
of Germany, Archbishop of Maintz, and Englishwomen like Lioba 
and Walburga were exported to Germany and France to enlighten 
their darkness, not only in religion but in grammar. Nor did the 
North lag behind the South. Bedels name of course stands now, and 
stood in his own lifetime, which began within a century of the 
coming of Augustine, far higher than that of any scholar of his age. 
The Cathedral School of York had become so famous under its 
successive masters, who in turn became archbishops, that in 780 its 
master, Alcuin, was bribed away by Charlemagne to found the 
celebrated Palace School at Aachen. Thus the two ^a^liest cathedral 
cities — which, be it remembered, became bishops’ sees because they 
were cities and did not become cities because they were sees — took 
the first place in education as well as in religion. Nor were the 
other cathedral cities far behind them. There is a letter written 
about 785 to Offa, King of the Midlands, ‘Emperor of England at 
that day, by Alcuin, when he was teaching at Aachen, in which he 
says ho is sending one of his pupils (an Englishman no doubt) to start 
a school for Ofia. The place is not mentioned; but as Offa procured 
the elevation of the Mercian See of Lichfield into an archbishopric 
just at this time, there is every probability that this marks the first 
creation of the Lichfield Cathedral Grammar School, the existence of 
which in the thirteenth century appears from the Cathedral Statutes. 

It is unnecessary to multiply examples. Every book that is pub- 
lished on the history of cathedral churches shows the song-school 
under the precentor and his deputy the succentor, taught by the 
song-schoolmaster, confined almost entirely to the choristers, who 
never exceeded a dozen in number ; and the grammar school, a great 
public school for the city and the district in which the cathedral 
lay, open to laity and clergy alike, taught at first by the chancellor 
of the church (not of the diocese), an older ofiicial than the dean, 
and one whose earliest title was schoolmaster, and in later days by 
the deputy appointed and paid by him, the grammar-schoolmaster. 

The Chapter Act Books, or registers of the proceedings of the 
canons of our cathedrals, do not go farther back than the last ten 
years of the thirteenth century, the bishops’ registers no farther 
than the end of the twelfth century. But everywhere where the 
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original statutes^ or fragments of them embedded in later statutes, 
appear, there is evidence of the grammar school. The “ Black Book ” 
of Lincoln Cathedral, recently published by Canon Christopher 
Wordsworth, contains evidence of this kind as to the original 
statutes of Lincoln, made in 1091. In the year 1321, in an ordin- 
ance as to the distribution of the offerings of the faithful “ at the 
head and shrine of the glorious Confessor, Blessed Hugh, and the 
tomb of Blessed Robert,” we find that the gramAiar schoolmaster 
gets 5.S'., while the residentiary canons get Cs. 8iZ., to the non- 
resident canons is given only 3.s‘. (StLy and to the song-schoolmaster 
only a shilling (at that date a shilling is, at least, the equivalent of 
one pound), thus showing that the grammar schoolmaster, though 
he had fallen from the highest rank of churchmen, still occupied the 
second place. 

So"in Mr. llingeston-RandolpVs ‘‘ Kpiscopal Registers of Exeter,” 
also lately published, we find Bishop Broudescombe in 1270 sanction- 
ing the establishment by tlie dean and chapter of a boarding-house 
for the choristers in the song-school, under the governance of the 
succentor. The unpublished register of Bishop Grandison in 1320 
'shows how the Bishop deposits Lo ( = £()()), with Master eTohn of 
Seven-ash, Master of the School of our City of Exeter (which I 
must here assert is shown from other cases to be equivalent to saying 
the Cathedral Grammar School) to pay for a certain volume of St. 
Augustine's sermons whioli he was buying. When the same Bishop 
carried out his predecessor's bequest for a boarding grammar school 
in St. John's Hospital, at J^lxeter, to feed Exeter College, Oxford, the 
master of the Cathedral Grammar School was to examine and help to 
elect the scholars. 

The cathedral cities were then, what they are not now, the great 
towns of England ; London, York, Lincoln, Exeter, of course, were 
so still in the seventeenth century. But as late as the fourteenth 
century even Salisbury and Chichester were important cities, and in 
1377 Wells was still bigger than Southampton or Derby. The great 
towns then were supplied with schools of the first order. The rest 
of the large towns, which were ancient, were supplied by the grammar 
schools of the qgllegiate churches. The collegiate churches were, 
equally with the cathedrals, by canon law bound to keep grammar 
schools. Thus at Beverley, which, even as late as 1377, ranked eleventh 
among towns, and was still nearly twice the size of Hull, the ‘‘ Chapter 
Act Book” of the Minster, extending from 1269 to 1340, contains 
repeated mention of the grammar school, and the appointment of its 
master by the chancellor of the church. At Ijeicester the grammar 
schoolmaster is mentioned in 1242, At the collegiate church of 
Ottery St. Mary, in Devonshire, in 1399, we find Bishop Stafford 
assigning the distribution of certain moneys bequeathed by two London 
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citizens. The canons in residence are to have 2s. 6d,, the school- 
master lOd., the vicar's choral the schoolmaster (i.e. the song-«i 
schoolmaster) and eight choristers between them, 2s. 

At Oxford there were crowds of grammar schools. One was attached 
to the earliest college there, that of Merton, by its statutes in 1274, 
and that attached to Magdalen College, of which Wolsey was once 
head-master, still flourishes. But these were only two among many. 
There was a regular faculty (or sub-faculty) of grammar, and degrees 
were given in grammar. Some of the grammar schoolmasters were 
married men, living in private houses, but they were all under the 
supervision of two “ Grammar School Delegates," as they would now be 
called. It is probable that it is the exigence of these grammar 
schools which accounts for the reputed early age at which mere boys 
took their degrees, and may explain the dillerent ages at which, the 
university was entered, and illustrate the discrepancy between the 
statute against playing marbles on the school stops, which seems 
aimed at boys, and the lines quoted by Dr. Furnivall in his “ Babees' 
Book”: 

“ Quod KoasoiJ, in .'igo of 20 year 
Go to Oxcnford, or learn law." 

Exceptionally clever boys from the Oxford grammar schools would 
take their degree much earlier than the ordinary youth who came up 
from the country after he left his ’native grammar school. The 
collegiate churches numbered not less than 200, probably a good deal 
more, and werp provided not only in large but in small towns. By 
the fifteenth century very few important manors belonging to the 
bishops were without them, and successful churchmen founded them 
in their native places, like Chicheley at Iligham Ferrars, Scot at 
llothorhara, and Wolsey at Ipswich. 

In those towns where there was no collegiate church there was, 
nevertheless, nearly always (probably always) a grammar school main- 
tained; most often by a guild, often by or in connection with a 
hospital, failing that by a charity created for the purpose. At 
Stratford-on-Avon it appears, from the late-published minutes of the 
IMvy Council, that in February 1552 the school where Shakespeare 
learnt little Latin and less Greek, had been maintained by the 
guild, which dates certainly up to 1270, and perlvaps much earlier, 
long before the Reformation, and the inhabitants were kindly allowed 
to buy back their own guild grammar school, almshouse, and bridge, 
which all were before maintained by the same guild, being now 
dissolved.'^ At Ludlow the Palmers’ Guild kept a grammar school in . 
the thirteenth century. When Bishop Stapledon of Exeter in 1314 
founded a grammar school at his native pUce, Ashburton, he entrusted 
it to the Guild of St. Lawrence, and the tower and spire he built for 
it still form one of the prettiest features of the town. At Pocklington 
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m Yorkshire the Guild of Christ and St. Nicholas, the patron Saint of 
schoolboys, maintained a grammar school in the fifteenth century. 

Grammar schools were also frequently kept in connection with 
hospitals, meaning thereby almshouses, which were then under 
clerical government. Thus, in London, the Hospital of St. Anthony 
maintained a grammar school (in which in later days More and* 
Latimer, and perhaps Colet, the founder of St. Paul’s School, are said 
to have been educated) as early as 1231, being founded for a master, 
two secular priests (fellows or chauntry priests), a schoolmaster, and 
twelve poor men. The boys, from St. Anthony’s patronage of pigs, 
rejoiced in the name of “Tanthony’s pigs.” The present Exeter 
Grammar School traces its descent from the school founded in the^ 
Hospital of St. John to feed Bishop Stapledon’s college at Oxford, 
in 1532. When De La Pole, Duke of Suffolk, wished to be charitable 
to the people of his manor of Ewelme in 1 137, he founded an alms- 
house and a grammar school in it, which still subsists. At Reading 
a disused leper's hospital, or almshouse, was converted into a grammar 
school in 1486. 

Of chfiuntry grammar schools it is unnecessary to give instances. 
Nine-tenths of the grammar schools of Edward VI.'s foundation 
(so-called) were continuations of pre-existing chauntry schools. 

Sometimes it would seem that the corporation, or governing body, of 
the towns maintained a grammar>school directly, without its being, so 
far as can be seen, attached to any religious or quasi-religious body. 
Thus, at Nottingham, the excejitionally thorough way in which the 
municipal authorities have treated their town records enables us to 
trace the grammar school there with some detail in the end of the 
fourteenth and through the fifteenth centuries. The notices consist 
mainly of entries in the records of the borough courts, and the* 
glimpses they give are naturally casual. But they show us the school 
as a going concern in 1382, when William of Adbolton, master of the 
grammar school and vicar of St. Mary’s (the principal church ii> 
Nottingham, in which Robin Hood is depicted as having tussles with 
the sheriff whenever, like the American cow-boy, he wanted a day of 
town dissipation and enjoyment), receives a grant of a house on th& 
Pavement, probal)ly by way of endowment for the school. In 1390^. 
the same master’s executors, with tlie vicar, grant a house in St. 
Mary’s Gate., In 1401, his successor, Robert Pole, chaplain, comes 
to the court, as a trustee, to have a deed enrolled. In 1429, Thomas 
Rydley, ‘‘ clerk, and master of Nottingham School,” is sued for Ad., 
part of a rent of Id. of “ a house called Scolehouse.” Again, in 1432,. 
the same T. Rydley is sued for part of a rent of 265. 8^/. by the 
warden of St. John’s Hospital, for a mansion belonging to the 
hospital, which was apparently the master’s house. Two years later 
we have evidence that the school was sufficiently large to demand 
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more than one master, as Robert Goldsmith, late usher o£ the grammar 
school, is fined 2s. Then follows a long gap in the Nottingham records, 
which, oddlyenough, we can partially fill from those of Southwell Minster, 
in the same county. For in the Chapter Act Book of that college 
there is entered, in 1472, “ a friendly agreement ” between Master 
Thomas Lacy, master of the School of Grammar at Nottingham, with 
Sir William Cowpor (the “ Sir ” only means that he is a cleric who is 
not an M.A.) of Wollaton, whereby the said William is to be allowed 
to teach twenty-six boys, or men, the art of grammar in the township 
of Wollaton, and no more.*’ This represents the compromise of a 
quarrel in which tlie grammar schoolmaster had been suing before 
the chapter, or the chancellor, of Southwell against a rival, for 
infringing his monopoly. Five years later Master Thomas Lacy 
is himself ‘removed from office by the chancellor of the Minster, after 
a trial by jury, for negligence and long absence from teaching -chool, 
and Thomas Blackburn, B.A., is appointed by the chancellor, and 
admitted by the chapter, in his place. 'J’hen the Nottingham records 
take up the tale again. Twenty years after, in September, 1496, 
this same Thomas Blakebourne, “ scolemaister,” snesRci)ert Oldham,. 
“ sherman,'* ** for that on the Gth of May last ho promised to pay, 
by the hands of his wife, Gtl. foi* the tiling of the almshouse, and 
had not done so.** Blackburn must have died soon after, as, in 1504, 
in the town chamberlain’s accounts appears, “paid unto Richard 
Tykkerd, for the Scolemaster, Dason, Gs. 8r/.,** which looks as if the 
town paid part of the master’s stipend. It may have been the fact 
that there was no definite or independent school endowment, which 
made Dame Agbes Mellars, in 1512, found her new “ Free School of 
one Maister and one Usher perpetually to be kept in the parish of 
our Lady in the Town of Nottingham,” with an incorporation of 
“ two chamberlains, wardens, keepers, and surveyors,” of its posses- 
sions, and place the nomination of the master and of the chamberlains 
in the town council ; an augmentation of their power which probably 
induced the town council, two years afterwards, to allow part of the 
common lands of the town to be enclosed for building a new school. 

It is noteworthy, by the way, how even the good Dame Mellars, wlio 
describes herself as “ widows and vowed to perpetual chastity,*' 
adheres to the religious object of education. She appoints the parson 
of Biburgh her first schoolmaster ; she is very particular that the 
boys should say the whole Credo (creed) in school every morning, 
while on the translation of St. Richard, June 16, master, usher, 
scholars, governors, and town council are all to attend St. Mary’s 
Church to celebrate the obit of her deceased spouse, Richard Mellars. 

A very different tone, however, is showp in an order made by the 
burgesses of Bridgnorth in Shropshire at their Great Court, in 1503, 
that — 
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There shall no priest keep no school, save only one child to help him to 
say mass, after that a schoolmaster cometh to town ; but that every child 
to resort to the common school, on pain of forfeiting to the chamber of the 
town, 205 . of every pi-iest that doth the contrary.*' 

It was not only, as we have said, in large towns that grammar 
schools were found. In the last county for which the Ohauntry 
Returns, on their suppression in 15 17, have been published, that of 
Somerset, we have such entries as this at Crewkerhe : 

‘‘ The Free School there, soinetiiiios called the ‘ Chaiintry of the Trinity,* 
clear income TH I 5 . :]d., besides T 2 from copyhold of the manor (copyholds 
were excluded from the Act), held ‘ to the use of the Trinity and njuinten- 
ance of the said School,* by Sir Jlenry Paiilet and another as Trustees. 
John llryde. Schoolmaster there, a man of honest (‘onversation, well-learned 
and of good judgment, dotli much good in lln* country in virtuous bringing- 
up^and teaching of children, having at tliis present (5 score or 7 score 
scholars, received the whc»le profits for his wages. And the inhabitants 
there he most luiiriblo suitors to have the saitl Free Seliool continued with 
augmentation of the said Schoolmaster, his living. 

Ill another entry we are shown the way in whicl\^ many schools 
disappeared. ^At Bruton the inhabitants made humble request unto 
the commissioners, ’ showing how the school had been endowed with 
£12 a year, 

“ for the virtuous education «>f the town of liiuton, as of the whole country; 
now decayed, by i*(?ason that Hugh Slierwuod, late Sclioolmastov there, sur- 
rendered the said lands into the Kings Majesty’s hands ll or 7 years now 
past >ylio, endeavouring liimsolf rather to live licentiously at will, than to 
travail in good education of youtli, accoi ding to the goodly inundation of the 
said bchool, found the m('ans by liis said surrender, to obtain by Decree out 
of the Court of Augmentations of the revenues of the Cr(»vvn for term of 
bis life, one annuity or pension of £ri, and the Schoollunise garden and 4 - 
acres of land, discharged of any further free teacliing or keeping of bchool 
there, to the great decay of learning, and also of the inhabitants, of great 
relief that came thereby " ; 

from which we may ])erhaps infer that the school was a boarding- 
school as well as a day-school, and the inhabitants missed tbe money 
spent in the place for provisions. 

Again, the great nobles kejit grammar schools in their households 
to teach the young lords and gentlemen who were being brought up 
with their sons. Thomas a Becket, wlnm chancellor, kept such a 
school. In the Percy Household Book in 1511 is included “The 
Maister of Graimer,’’ and there are “ Liveries for the Master of Gram- 
mar in Household ; Item, a loaf of household bread, a bottle of 
beer, and two white lights.” Schools such as these last, '“however, 
probably did not affect tbe mass of the people. 

It is clear from the examples given of the various classes of 
schools, which are only a few but of scores that might have been given, 
that there was most ample provision made for secondary education 
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throughout the country. It may be said broadly that wherever there 
was a cluster of houses which could be dignified with the name of 
town, there was a grammar school in the midst of it. Indeed, a 
grammar school might almost be taken as the test of that corporate, 
or quasi-corporate, activity which justified a place in calling itself a 
town. It was an institution without which no community could 
consider itself respectable. Very different is the state of things 
presented by the Schools Inquiry Report : ‘‘ In at least two- thirds 
of the places in England named as towns in the census, there is no 
public school at all above the primary schools, and in the remaining 
third the school is often insufficient in size or in quality.’^ 

It is difficult to arrive at a precise estimate of the proportion 
of schools to population, because, while it is difficult or impossible 
to ascertain the exact number of schools, it is equally difficult, and 
perhaps impossible, to ascertain the population of England at any 
given date in the Middle Ages. Professor '^fhorold Rogers sets the 
population of England and Wales at not more than a million and 
a half before the Black Death of 1349, and says that “it is certain 
that the rate of production precludes the possibility of its being 
more than two and a half millions.” Turning to the year 1377, 
up to which time, owing to sftjcessive plagues, it is pretty certain 
that no increase of population had taken place, the poll-tax levied 
in that year on all persons 14 years old and upwards, gives an 
indirect census of the population of England. The laity and clergy 
arc assessed separately; all classes are included except manifest 
paupers among the laity, and the professed paupers — the friars — 
among the ecclesiastics ; but Durham and Cheshire are excluded, 
having, as counties palatine, separate collectors. 1,370,412 lay 
people and 29,161 ecclesiastics paid the tax. It is assumed, in esti- 
mating the population, that onc-fifth of those who ought to have paid 
did not (a very large proportion indeed) ; and that one-third of the 
whole population was under 14, and therefore exempt. This would 
give just over 2:1 millions, which it is pretty certain would be an over- 
rather than an under-estimate. 

Forty-two towns are given which, in modern parlance, ranking as 
county-boroughs, were assessed separately from the counties they 
were in. They had a total population of 106,000. ^ Of the 8 most 
populous towns, 0 were cathedral cities ; and the whole of the 
cathedral towns mentioned amount to 17. Each of these had its 
cathedral grammar school. London, with 44,000 people, had at 
least.6 grammar schools that we know of, with probably more that 
we do .not know of. York, with 13,500, had its cathedral school, 
with its abbey boarding-house and smaller schools in St. Leonard's, 
«<nd the Trinity or Possgate Hospitals. Bristol, with 12,000, had its 
school kept by the Kalendars’ Guild, besides one in Redclifie Church, 
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and there is evidence that there was one in connection with St. 
Nicholas Church. All the other towns had a population under 
10,000 ; and 26 of them had a population under 4000. Yet, with 
the possible exception of Dartmouth, with its petty 949 people, every 
one of these towns, which would not make a decently sized nineteenth- 
century village, had its grammar school — some of them, like 
Canterbury and Worcester, certainly two or three. Nor is there any 
doubt that the numbers attending these schools were large. When- 
ever we get any numbers mentioned, they are (outside the cloister or 
novices’ school of a monastery) reckoned not by units but by scores. 
Even in a tiny little place like Wollaton, near Nottingham, we 
noticed that the master was to teach 26 scholars only, and no more ; 
and at Bruton there were 120 ; while a small place like Kynnersley 
in, Herefordshire had 60. 

To take this single county. The population of Herefordshire 
was some 25,000 : that of Hereford city 3568, and of Ludlow (then 
seemingly reckoned in Herefordshire) 2198, or, say, in round figures, 
30,000 in all. Hereford had its cathedral grammar school ; Ludlow 
its guild scl¥)ol ; Ledbury its collegiate church grammar school, 
liesides these there were M grammar ^chools in the county at the 
time of the suppression of colleges and chauntries, of which only 
three or four survived. That is, there were 17 grammar schools for 
a population of 30,000. Where should we find in 1877, or 1893, a 
population of 30,000, or even 60,000, with 1 7 grammar schools at its 
command ? 

The supply of schools in Herefordshire may have been rather over 
the average. But taking one county with another, the number of 
grammar schools per county was certainly not less than 10. This 
figure would give in 40 counties 100 schools for 2,250,000 people (a 
probably too high estimate of population), or one grammar school for 
every 5625 people. Moreover, at least half, and that the most im- 
portant half, of these schools were not confined, like modern schools, 
to an endowment of fixed amount, but having to be adequately main- 
tained by the collegiate body, or the guild, to which they were attached, 
could, and did, draw on their endowments at large. These endow- 
ments were cotffiscated by the State, and many still line the pockets 
of the descendants of the statesmen of the day. Private munificence 
has done but little to repair the loss. In any case, the contrast be- 
tween one grammar school to every 5625 people, and that presented 
by the Schools Inquiry Report, of one to every 23,750 people, is not 
flattering to ourselves. Not justly, in regard to secondary education, 
can we echo the Homeric boast, that we are much better than our 
forefathers. 


Arthur F. Leach. 
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P UBLIC attention has o£ late years been turned very ‘frequently to 
the Eastern Hindu Kush region, numerous expeditions have 
crossed and re-crossed the great table-lands and valleys to the north 
of the main range, and a Voluminous, if occasionally sketchy and 
unsatisfactory, literature has grown up round the Pamir question. 
The country to the south of the Eastern Hindu Kush is not so well 
known generally, although it has been exhaustively explored. It is 
about this portion of the Hindu Kush region, included in the limits 
of the Gilgit Agency, directly under its influence, or indirectly con- 
nected with it, that [ shall treat. For detailed information I would 
refer any one who cares to pursue the subject further, to my pre- 
decessor in Gilgit, Major Biddulph’s exhaustive work, “ The Tribes 
of the Hindu Kiish,^’ and to my friend Mr. Knight’s most interesting 
book of travel, “ Where Three Empires Meet.’^ I must premise my 
remarks by pointing out that it is of course impossible for me to 
enter into the discussion of military and political questions. 

To the region in question, which embraces Chitral on the west, 
including Yasin, the Gilgit valley from Gakuch in Punyal to the 
Indus at Bunji, Hunza and Nagar to the north, the Shin republic of 
the Indus valley as far as Sazin to the south, the Kohistan i Malazai, 
and a portion of the Indus valley, Kohistan, has been applied ' the 
name of Dardistan. A misleading title, for there is no such country 
as Dardistan, and there is no one united race to which the name of 
Dard could be applied. It is said that the people living on the left 
bank of the Kandia river are called Dards by their neighbours, but 
after five years of residence in the country, and repeated journeys 
from one end of it to the other, I can Safely say that I have never 
heard the •term used. What were the exact limits of the country 
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inhabited by the Dards of the ancient geographers it is probably 
impossible to say; the name was most likely applied to the races 
occupying the Indus valley from Ladakh to the Punjab. At present 
the name has no scientific value. 

, Many languages and dialects are spoken throughout this region, 
and many castes exist in it, of which only the most important can 
be mentioned. Their distribution seems to point to successive waves 
of conquest. The races are one and all believed to be Aryan, the 
people of Ilunza and Nagar presenting a strikingly pure type. 
Burishki, the language of the Yeshkuns, is spoken in the inaccessible 
Hunza, Nagar, and Yasih valleys; Shina throughout Astor, Gilgit, 
Punyal, and the lower part of the Ghizr valley; from the Indus 
valley through Gilgit to Ghizr the proportion of Shins varies from 
90, to 35 per cent, of the population ; oil the main line of advance i;n 
Astor, Hunza, Nagar, and Yasin, the proportion is reversed, and the 
Y^sh^ns preponderate, driven back by the advancing tide. The 
norlnKn portion of the Hunza v alley, called Gujhal, is inhabited by 
ima^^fants from Wakhan to the north of the Hindu Kush. In 
Chitra^ as §iddulph says, the population is a curious and intricate 
ethnological puzzle. The bulk of the people appear to belong to an 
aboriginal race speaking Khowar ; the ruling class, the Adamzada, 
would seem to be drawn from tribes which held Badakshan, Shigiian, 
Wakhan, and Roshan. These ethnological questions, however, are 
too intricate to enter into here. 

To the west of Chitral lies Kafiristan, of which I cannot speak. 
Soon I trust that my friend, ilr. G. S. Jiobertson, will give to the 
world the wonderful story of his successful exploration of a great 
part of that fascinating country. For the best part of a year lie 
lived amongst the Kafirs : he is the only European who has ever 
penetrated the mountain fastnesses of that most interesting race, the 
only white man who has crossed the ^landal (or Minjan) pass, has 
traversed the country from the Hindu Kush to the Kunar valley, and 
who has visited Veran, the most important village in the heart of this 
hitherto unexplored country. Putting aside Kafiristan, the region of 
which I am speaking is still of great interest. It is some 200 miles 
in width from* •the Dorah pass, leading from Chitral into Badakshan 
to the Indus at IJunji, and 150 miles in depth from the crest of the 
Hindu Kush to Sazin, where the Indus takes its great bend to the 
south. Numerous passes from the Shimshal on the east to the Dorah 
on the west lead into it over the great mountain barrier, and from it 
roads run to India through the Kunar and Indus valleys, and to 
Kashmir by Astor and the Gurais valley, roads along which centuries 
ago flowed the great tide of Buddhist pilgrimage, and caravans of the 
merchandise of Central Asia. The region may be roughly divided 
into two main water systems — that of the Chitral river, which, uniting 
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the waters from the Barof^hil, Arkari, and Dorah valleys, falls into 
the Kabul river close to Jelalabad, and joins the Indus above Attock 
— and that of ttfe Gilgit river, which, after receiving the waters of 
the Yasin, Ishkuman, and Hunza valleys, falls into the Indus at 
Bunji. The Indus drains the whole region. The water-parting 
between these two systems is the range joining the Hindu Kush to 
the Hindu Raj, the latter being the northern watershed of the Indus 
valley, between Brnji and Chitral. 

It is difficult for any one who has not traversed the country to 
realise what a road in the heart of the 1 lindu Kush means. When 
I first visited Gilgit, fiVe years ago, there was not a yard of what we 
should call a road in the whole region, and only ono permanent bridge, 
that over the Chitral river at Chitral itself. Narrow paths, so narrow 
that often while the rider’s boot on one side brushed the clifi*, his 
outer foot overhung a precipice, followed the course of the streams. 
Often in the course of one short march the path ascends a tjiousand 
feet or more to avoid crossing some precipitous cliff, and the r^|tea^$d 
ascents and descents render riding a weariness to the fleslflT Fre- 
quently the path is carried across the face of a cliff on .roughly 
constructed galleries, upheld by shaky timbers jammed ibto interstices 
in the rock. In many of the valleys, when the summer sun melts 
the accumulations of snow, and the mighty glaciers pour down their 
flooded torrents, the lower paths become impassable for animals. For 
months at a time all animal traffic is suspended, and men on foot 
alone, following giddy tracks skirting gigantic precipices, can with 
difficulty find their way from valley to valley. Three years ago, for 
instance, when an impending attack by the JIunza Nagar tribesmen 
on Chalt, our frontier outpost thirty miles north of Gilgit, forced me 
to move troops to the frontier, it was impossible for me to take a 
mule battery through with the infantry. The road runs along the 
Hunza river, through one of the wildest gorges in the Hindu Kush, 
great cliffs rise sheer out of the water, and tower thousands of feet 
above you. The heat in June, when we passed through the gorge, 
is terrific ; it always seemed to me a fitting approach to the 
gate of hell. Eight times in one march had the mules to be unladen, 
and guns, ammunition, and baggage carried across cliffs by the men. 
One cliff presented such difficulties that even unladen mules could 
not cross it, and wo were forced to swim them over the river below 
it, and to re-cross them above it. Again in JVIarch Irst, when moving 
reinforcements to Chilas in the Indus valley, two marches were 
impassable to unladen mules, and I was obliged to move down the 
guns on coolies. Such were the roads all through this region five 
years ago. Now a good mountain road is complete to Gilgit, the 
Indus is bridged at Bunji, a passable road leads to Chilas, and the 
communications generally are improving. 
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But if the roads are wild and unpleasant for ri^rsr tnjubled ■ with 
nerves, the scenery to which they give access surpasses in grandeur 
any that it has been my lot to admire. Gilgit is ife the heart of the 
region where the mountains attain perhaps the greatest average 
height in the world. Within seventy miles are eight mountains with 
an elevation of from 24,000 to 26,000 feet, while range after range 
averages from 18,000 to 20,000 feet. As a rule, however, the 
wonderful panorama is hidden from sight, for the valleys in which 
the roads run are very narrow, and the lower hills shut out the view 
of the great mountains behind. From Gilgit itself the great Rakapushi, 
25,000 feet high though it is, and distant but* a few miles, is invisible, 
and only three peaks of lesser importance, “ three silent pinnacles of 
aged snow,” relieve the monotony of the view. To one accustomed 
to the comparatively pigmy hills of Europe, and to the beauty of 
outline and exquisite variety of colouring of the Swiss and Italian 
mountains, this portion of the Hindu Kush at first causes a feeling 
almost of disappointment. The Kashmir mountains, through which 
the traveller passes on his way north, are clothed in grand fir forests, 
are cohered with vegetation, and are generally soft of outline, com- 
pared to tlK3 mountains bordering the Indus. The traveller, after 
leaving Kashmir, each day gets into a more barren region, till at last, 
with the exception of the patches of cultivation in the valleys, and 
the scattered forests which begin at an elevation of 7000 feet, no sign 
of vegetation meets the eye. On all sides rise bare precipitous 
mountains, wild in outline, depressing in colouring, repeating with a 
deadly monotony the same tones of dull grey and yellow, darkening 
to browns and purples in the shadow. It is only on the rare occasions 
when rain falls that the colouring, which is obliterated by bright 
sunlight, shows out. Then the mountain sides are clothed in delicate 
reds and browns and soft shades of green, and, through the light veil 
of falling rain, range after range stretches away with exquisitely 
softened outlines ; and, when the dark storm-clouds in spring sweep 
down the valleys, lurid reds and great washes of purple glorify the 
ailent hills. 

Gradually the feeling of vastness gains upon one, as the eye almost 
tires from ever following from base to crest the severe lines of the 
<enclosing hills, above which occasionally a solitary peak of snow rises 
majestically into the blue. Splendid panoramas unfold themselves to 
the traveller crossing some high pass, such as the Banok La, 16,000 
feet high, over which the road from Astor to Skardu passes, and 
n^round him stretch endless circles of eternal snow. But the height 
to which it is necessary to ascend generally dwarfs the great peaks, 
and it is only when from some favourable point a view is obtained of 
a great mountain, complete from foot to summit, that one realises . 
the colossal scale on which Nature has here worked. 
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’Then, Indeed the grandeur is overpowering, and the impression of 
immensity stamps itself indelibly and almost oppressively on the 
mind. Finally the eye becomes habituated to the vast proportions, 
and so accustomed to dwelling on bare and gigantic outlines and 
monotonous colouring, that the traveller on his return through 
Kashmir finds that the scenery which had enchanted him on his out- 
ward journey with it^ wild beauty, the valleys through which the 
road runs hemmed Jin by cliffs hundreds of feet high, and by fir-clad 
slopes, the rushing rivers flowing under banks clothed with thickets 
cfwhite lilac and hazel, all seem modelled on a scale of fairy-like 
minuteness, and the eyo wanders in almost startled pleasure over the 
ever-varying scene, the changing colouring, and the delightful 
verdure of the landscape. 

There are but few points from which the exceptional views of the 
greater mountains can be obtained. The finest I have ever seerfl are 
those of Nanga Parbat from the Bunji plain, of Rakapushi from 
Hunza, and Tirich Mir from the Arkari valley in Chitral. Seen 
from the Bunji plain, Nanga Parbat, 26,000 feet high, fills up the 
southern end of the valley. The dead grey sloping plain, the bare 
precipices of hill to right and left, lead up to the narrcAving head of 
the valley hemmed in by fir-clad and snow-tipped hills, and, above 
all, towering thousands of feet over the llattu Pir, which itself rises 
in the foreground in one precipitous' wall, 6000 feet sheer out of the 
plain, majestic and solitary, with no other mountains near to dwarf it, 
looms the grand mass of Nanga Parbat, 15,000 feet of unbroken* 
snow and ice. 

The view of Eakapushi from Ilunza is again superb. Standing 
below the picturesque fort you look across the valley, barely a coupfe 
of miles wide, the river running a thousand feet below in a deep 
gorge. Direct out of the valley in one magnificent sweep of 18,000" 
feet from tho river rises Eakapushi, the lower sweep for thousands of 
fjet bare as usual, covered at their base only by terrace after terrace of 
cultivation, by endless orchards of apricot, apple, and pear, above 
them a few patches of dense forest, and then in summer 12,000 to 
14,000 feet of snow in one vast pile, below which huge glaciers push 
down almost into the valley. A sight once seen never to be for- 
gotten. 

If the country is interesting, so are the people. The Shins, I 
believe, are a dying race, the Botogah Glen in Chilas, which fifty 
years ago is said to have turned out 1200 fighting men, lately 
furnished a sixth of that number ; in the Indus valley they are 
decreasing in numbers, and seem to be in danger of being gradually 
supplanted by more vigorous immigrants from the lower Indus 
valley ; in Gilgit they strike one as unenterprising and wanting in 
stamina. Throughout the whole region under review I should say 
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the races, with some exceptions, are naturally peaceful. There is 
none of the fiery dash of the Pathan, their inter-tribal fights have 
never been very costly in life. But as I always expected, and as we 
found in the Hunza Nagar expedition, they are stubborn and gallant 
foes when entrenched. Good cragsmen, with a natural talent for 
making the most of a defensive position, which centuries of fitful 
warfare has perfected, they are difficult enemies to deal with. That 
they can “ take a licking,*^ as a boy would say, and bear but little 
malice, that they appreciate fair i)lay, and can recognise the desire 
we have to prevent oppression, is shown by the state of Hunza and 
Nagar. Not a single shot was fired after the final engagement 
which broke the power of the tribesmen, officers traversed the 
country from end to end with nominal escort, and within a few 
months Mr. Conway’s party wandered unguarded through the country. 

•Eicept in the Indus valley there is no fanaticism. In Yasin, 
Punyal, and Hunza, the people are chiefly Maulai, belonging to that 
heretical Mohammedan sect, the head of wliich till lately was II. H. 
Agha Khan, of Bombay. Inheritors, I believe, of the tenets of the 

assassin,” the followers of Richard I.’s opponent, who was, if ^ 
remember ri^t, in our school days, called ‘‘ the Old Man of the 
. Mountain,” these schismatics are looked on with horror by orthodox 
Mohammedans. They scolf at the Koran, say no prayers, drink 
•wine, practically worship the head of the sect, and are said only to be 
bound to thorough obedience to their “ Pirs ” or priests. Their 
religion, such as it is, sits but lightly on them. The Nagar people 
are Shiahs; in Chitral both of the great Mohammedan sects are 
represented, the rulers being Sunni. But nowhere do you find 
bigotry, except in the Indus valley, which was converted by Mullas 
from Swat. I well remember iny old friend the late Mehtar of 
.Chitral soundly rating one of his sons, who was Governor of a 
province, for attempting to interfere wdth the religious views of some 
of his subjects, lie held, from motives of self-interest only, the 
broad view that, so long as his subjects were law-abiding and paid 
their dues, their religion was no business of his. 

The people as a rule are cheery and pleasant. Only in Chilas, 
that home of ^T:ascally cut-throats, whose raids and brutal murders 
were the curse of the border until they filled the cup of their 
iniquity by a treacherous attempt to destroy my friend Mr. Robertson, 
who was visiting Gor at the peophs’s invitation — an escapade which 
led to the posting of troops in Chilas itself — only here do you find 
^cowling faces and a semi-Pathan inclination to murder. 

That the rulers have been bloodthirsty is unfortunately true ; it 
must be so in semi-savage Mohammedan States. Sir Alfred Ly all’s 
well-known lines in “ The Amir’s Soliloquy ” always used to ring in 
my head when talking to the old Mehtar of Chitral : 
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The virtues of God are pardon and pity, 

They never were mine, 

They have never been ours in a country 
All stained with the blood of our kin, 

Where the brothers embrace on the war li old, 

And the reddest sword must win.” 

The old Mehtar was a typical mountain cLiief, tall, handsome, 
distinguished-looking, with a princely bearing, and a dignified 
courtesy to his guests ; he was relentless, cruel as death, a past- 
master in dissimulation, and steeped to the lips in the blood of his 
brothers and relations. But he ruled his country. I remember, 
when there was a delay in some posts reaching me, liis tracing out 
the culprit, and what difficulty I had in preventing his selling the 
wretched man and all his family into slavery. There was no such 
thing as robbing the king’s guest with impunity. I and otlieis 
repeatedly travelled through the country without escort, and generally 
unarmed. 

The Ghitralis, the sons of ‘Hhe land of mirth and murder,” as we 
christened it, in opposition to the land of gold and apricots,” as the 
Nagar people call their country, are a short, active rac(5, devoted to 
polo, passionately fond of dancing and of song, and seem unable to 
pass ,a flower without gathering it and sticking it in their small 
turbans. Their rulers, having no gaols, as one of them explained to 
me, habitually sold any evildoer into slavery. As slaves the Ghitralis 
were much valued across the Hindu Kush for their often proved 
fidelity. To this day our friend and ally, the Amir of Afghanistan, 
has, I believe, in most trusted positions, immediately about his 
person, Ghitrali retainers. The Ghitralis, and )indeed all the Hindu 
Kush people, will sit up all night listening to the maddening 
monotonous music of their pipe and drum bands, watching the 
dancing boys, joining in the dance themselves; and the infliction it 
is to be camped near one of their chiefs must be endured to be fully 
appreciated. 

The Hunza people much resemblo them iu chaiacter, but are of 
finer physique, and probably better men. The Nngar people are 
more subdued : this they and their neighbours a( f ribute to the 
depressing effect of their climate in wijiter. Credied under the 
great range which rises to the south, their side of the valley is almost 
ouuless for weeks at a time ; the cold is terrible, so thej spend nearly 
all their time during the winter in their dark and gloomy homes, and 
die dreariness of such an existence reacts on their character. 

Throughout the whole region there is not one single town, and no 
bazaars in the Eastern sense, with the exception of a small one at 
<Ulgit and another at Astor. The little trade that exists is done by 
pedlars, chiefly men from Koli and Palas in the Indus valley. Except 
in Gilgit and in oiio or two instances in Chitral, the people live In 
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fortified villages — an arrangement till lately necessary owing to tho 
unsettled state of the country. These forts are of very solid con- 
struction, the outer walls from 10 feet to 15 feet thick, being 
built of stone and mud strengthened with solid timbers. The houses 
are huddled together within them, in many cases built one on the top 
of the other. There ^aro as a rule no windows ; light comes in by the 
door, 'and when that is closed, through a square hole in the roof^ 
serving the double purpose of chimney and window. There is a 
certain amount of rude carving, which has a very good effect, on thef 
doors and uprights which support the roof. 

Cultivation is dependent on irrigation, for the tract below 8000 feet 
is practically rainless. Jluch ground has, owing to the constant wars 
and consequent depopulation, fallen out of use, and it has been one of 
opr^most grateful tasks to increase the facilities for cultivation of the 
people by opening disused water channels, and in Hunza and Nagar 
by constructing new ones where the engineering difficulties w^ere too 
great for the people to surmount. 

Travelling constantly from end to end of this region, as a warden 
of the marc^Jes is bound to do, I have had many opportunities of 
observing the people, and of hearing strange and old-world tales. 1 
found that the banshee wails round the towers of a fort in Chitrat 
before the death of the king, tliat fairies are still seen floating through 
the air in troops of horse and foot to their home in Tirich Mir,, 
horses are hag-ridden and found with witches’ stirrups in their manes, 
children are carried off, men have passed days in the fairies’ company^ 
and that two generations ago a Mehtar of Chitral married a fairy 
bride. Old age comes to the fairy folk, and some of them, as in 
Europe, have their feet set on the wrong way. In Chitral they are 
converted to Mohammedanism and have a praying-place where, on 
Fridays, they assemble, and the belated Ohitrali hears a ghostly call 
to prayer and the munnur of a great host joining in the prescribed- 
devotions. But in other parts, where the prophet’s religion has only 
been observed for a few generations, they are still unregenerate ; and 
surely their state is the more gracious. Fairy drums are, or were till 
lately, on the roof of every chief’s castle and sounded to war. Fairies 
inspired womeh, and under their influence these seers foretold the fate 
of dynasties and.the results of wars. In the Bagrot valley, twenty 
miles from Gilgit, I was present when a Dainyal — for so these 
women are called — after inhaling the smoke of the sacred cedar,, 
went through her mystic dance and prophesied smooth things for the 
British rule. The ceremony of initiation I did not see — luckily, 
perhaps.' When a woman announces thp.t she is inspired by ^the 
fairies, she is made to go through the usual dance with an acknow- 
ledged Dainyal. Then a goat is brought in and decapitated, and the 
novice seizes the neck and drinks the pumping blood. If she can do 
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this she is received as a Dainyal ; if not, no attention is paid to her 
prophecies, and the people tell you that she invariably goes mad. 

Relics of dead faiths abound, curious ceremonies usher in the new 
year and the seasons of seedtime and harvest. The ruler turns the 
first furrow, scatters the first handful of seed mixed with gold-dust 
in token of plenty, and offers sacrifice to the gods. Traces of tree 
worship meet you ; the cedar, sacred in Kafiristan, is sacred through- 
l out the whole region ; you are incensed with its burning twigs on 
entering remote villages, the women still cast its boughs in offering 
on the deserted altar of the half- forgotten village god. Sacred fires 
blaze on the mountain-sides at certain seasons, and recall the fact 
that the home of the so-called “ fire-worship ” was but across the 
Hindu Kush. 

Buddhism has left its mark : there is a Buddhist tope not far frera 
Gilgit which I never had time to explore, Buddhist altars by every 
pafh, a great Buddha in the preaching attitude is carved high on the 
face of a rock three miles from Gilgit, and at the foot of the flagstaff, 
on which now flies the British flag in the garden of Ihe Residency at 
Gilgit, lies the pedestal of a statue with the socket hok»s for the feet. 
But there is an entire absence of sculptured inscriptions throughout 
the whole region. We have searched far and wide, but not one 
solitary inscription has been found except one in Chitral, which was 
copied by Sir W. Lockhart’s party, and had reference to a Chinese 
invasion. That a higher civilisation prevailed in Gilgit foriherly the 
Buddhist remains attest, and the long lines of deep square-cut holes 
in the rock, in which must have been inserted the supports for large 
water channels, probably of wood, from which water was drawn to 
cultivate the hundreds of acres of terraced land which now lie hope- 
lessly dry and barren, far out of reach of the life-giving supply. The 
present inhabitants of the country have neither the tools nor the skill 
to undertake such a work, but it is not too much to hope that an era 
of peace and prosperity is dawning for them in which such works will 
again be undertaken with success. 

I think I have said enough to show that the southern region of the 
Eastern Hindu Kush is one full of interest. For five years I have 
lived in it in peace and war, the fascination of its desolate grandeur 
is still upon me, the memories of solitary days spent in the heart of 
its glorious mountains can never fade, nor can the kindly feelings 
towards the cheery and manly inhabitants of its sequestered valleys. 


Algernon Durand. 
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T here can bo llttle doubt amoug those ((ualified to judge, that 
Mr. Bradley’s “ Appearance and Reality,” published last year, 
is the most important metaphysical work which has appeared in 
England since the publication of Green’s “ Introduction to Ilume ” in 
1874. It is so, in the opinion of the present writer, not because its 
conclusions are likely to become assured possessions of philosophical 
thought, but because of the intrepidity of the treatment and the 
singularly stimulating quality which belongs to all that Mr. Bradley 
writes. 

The author* modestly says in his preface that his book does not 
design to be permanent. It is his contribution to the sceptical disci - 
pline of the English mind, from which he is not without hopes of 
seeing “ a rational system of first principles ” emerge. And it is 
true that the book is hardly likely to take its place as a classical 
treatise in the literature of the subject. The highly abstract character 
of most of the discussion, suggesting at times a delight, in logic for 
logic’s sake, the unadorned dryness (for the most part) of the style, 
and the seemingly deliberate perversities of manner which mar it at 
times, seem to 'forbid such a destiny. But the brilliant dialectic of 
which the book is ‘full, the thoroughness and sincerity with which it 
sifts the most vital questions, its ruthless criticism of conventional 
solutions, ensure for Mr. Bradley's latest volume an important influence 
upon the thought of his contemporaries. 

Mr. Bradley’s courage is also to be commended in publishing a 
book which throughout deals avowedly and* in set terms with “ the 
Absolute.” What a shock (o the precisians of Agnosticism and the 
puritans of the empirical tradition! This particular “bogie," so 
potent in the middle of the century, has apparently lost its terror 
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even for the English mind. As soon as men began to reflect a little 
on what was meant by the term, it became evident that the ultimate 
object of philosophy always is and must be the Absolute. Mr. 
Bradley’s remarks in his short introduction on the unavoidableness 
of metaphysical inquiry, the necessity of a new metaphysic for each 
fresh generation, and the utility of even an imperfect knowledge of 
the Absolute, may be commended to the candid reader who is still 
unconvinced, or perhaps a confirmed sceptic, on those points. 

The chapters of destructive criticism, which form the first part of 
the book, are largely in Hegel’s manner, and the influence of Hegel 
is unquestionably predominant throughout. But in spite of this 
general indebtedness, the book is distinguished by an independence 
of style and treatment not usual with followers of this master, or 
indeed of any master. But Mr. Bradley has always insisted on 
calling his soul his own. Whatever else this volume may be, and 
whatever criticisms we may have to make upon it, it is certainly no 
easy reproduction of another man’s thoughts : in the sweat of his own 
brow its author has conceived and executed it. 

This independence of treatment will prove of good, omen, it may 
be hoped, for the future of philosophical discussion among those who 
may be regarded, in a general way, as carrying on the traditions of 
Green and representing the influence of Hegel, or at least of German 
Idealism, in British philosophy. In this connection, Mr. Bradley’s 
book may be said, perhaps, to mark the close of the period whose 
beginning was signalised, twenty years ago, by the publication of 
Green’s work already mentioned. When we think of the Hamilton- 
Mill controversy in the sixties, it is obvious that serious study of the 
Critical Philosophy and German Idealism had yet to begin. Only 
the outworks of the Kantian scheme had been mastered even by the 
accredited leaders of British thought ; while Hegel, or at least his 
strangely refracted image, was simply the philosophical “ bogie-man,” 
useful to frighten back the unwary wanderer into the fold of empiri- 
cism or the Philosophy of the Conditioned. Yet Hegel was probably 
the richest mind that had been devoted to philosophy since Aristotle, 
and, whatever judgment may be passed on his system as a logical 
whole, had done more than any other man to mould the thought of 
the century in all the humanistic sciences. 

The publication of Dr, Hutchison Stirling’s Secret of Hegel,” in 
1805, first removed the reproach of ignorance and indifierence, or 
worse, from British philosophy. It was published in the same year 
as Mill’s Examination of Hamilton,” and in the noisy, multitudinous 
echoes of that controversy, the accents of the new voice were partly 
drowned. But they penetrated, like tidings of a land that is very 
far off, to ears fit to receive them. While Mr. Spencer’s philosophy 
gradually established itself as the persuasion of the average man, the 
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majority of serious thinkers in England were devoting themselves to 
the study of Kant and llegel ; and Green's “ Introduction ” was the 
first noteworthy symptom of this new direction of thought at the 
universities. The movement thus inaugurated has been growing in 
volume since then, and, as was to be expected, it has somewhat 
changed its character^ and Mr. Bradley’s book may perhaps be found 
in this respect to mark the end of the period of absorption or assimi- 
lation. During these Lehrjahrc, English writers ’have repeated too 
anxiously, and with too minute exactitude, the formulae of a foreign 
master, treating them rather as oracles of truth than as utterances of 
finite wisdom, and showing too great a reluctance to submit them to 
legitimate criticism. But of late a calmer and more critical tone has 
been noticeable, and a more catholic spirit lias shown itself. Other 
nam§s have claimed attention, such as Lotze on the one hand, and 
Schopenhauer on the other (to mention only these two). As Mr. 
Bradley puts it jn his preface, “ the present generation is learning that 
to gain education a man must study in more than one school.” And 
the result of this wider range can hardly be other than to diminish 
the somewhat jpartisan zeal of the so-called neo-Hegelian party for 
the ipsimnia verha of Hegel’s theory, and to set them upon a more 
independent handling of the subject itself in accordance with the 
genius of their own time and nation. Then the Lekrjalirc and the 
Wandcrjahrc will be ended and the Mcidcrjahre will begin. For 
disciples, as Bacon puts it in a well-known passage, do owe unto 
masters only a temporary belief and a suspension of their judgment 
till they be fully instructed, and not an absolute resignation or per- 
petual captivity. Though Germany once possessed the hegemony of 
Europe in matters philosophical, that time is past, and the fact that 
it once existed constitutes no reason why we should remain in 
perpetual tutelage to German masters. I have a high opinion,” 
says Mr. Bradley in his preface, “ of the metaphysical powers of the 
English mind,’' and his book is conceived throughout in the spirit of 
intellectual freedom. 

The author describes his work in the preface as “ a critical dis- 
cussion of first principles.” “ The chief need of English philosophy,” 
he tells us, “ iS a sceptical st udy of first principles, and I do not 
know of any work^which seems to meet this need sufliciently.” The 
object of his own work is, therefore, to stimulate inquiry and 
doubt ” — doubt or scepticism being understood to mean not doubt 
or disbelief in any particular tenets, but ‘‘an attempt to become 
aware of and to doubt all preconceptions.” This is in Mr. Bradley's 
mind — and not without good reason — the first and all-important con- 
dition of sound work in metaphysics. The short Introduction puts 
unanswerably the necessity and the utility of metaphysics. As it is 
impossible to abstain from thought about the universe, ‘‘ the question 
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is merely as to the way in which this should be done Meta- 

physics takes its stand on this side of human nature, this desire to 
think about and comprehend reality. And it merely asserts that, if 
the attempt is to be made, it should be done as thoroughly as our 
nature permits.*’ On the second count, he maintains, as we have 
seen, that even a " miserably incomplete ” knowledge of the Absolute 
must have its usefulness. Hut in a passage of characteristic frank- 
ness and force he contends that, even if metaphysics has no positive 
results, it would still be highly desirable that it should continue to 
be studied : 

“There is, so far as T can see, no other way of protecting ourselves 
.against dogmatic superstition. Our orthodox theology on the one hand, 
and our commonplace materialism on the other (it is natural to take these 
as prominent instance.s) vanish like ghosts before the daylight of free 
sceptical inquiry. 1 do not mean, of course, to condemn wholly (iilher of 
tliose beliefs ; but 1 am sure that either, when taken seriously, is the muti- 
lation of our nature. Xeither, as experience has amply shown, can i.ow 

survive in the mind which hns thought sincerely on first principles 

That is one retison why I think that metaphysics, ev(‘ii if it "uid in total 

.scepticism, should bo studied by a certain number of persons.” 

0 

But, while thus insisting on the indispensable function of meta- 
physical inquiry, Mr. Bradley is not the man to magnify his office as 
metaphysician unduly. And in the Meredithian extracts from his 
note-book which conclude the Preface, he characteristically turns the 
shafts of his irony against his own occupation. ‘‘ Metaphysics,” it is 
•there written, ‘‘ is the finding of bad reasons for what we believe 
upon instinct, but to find these reasons is no less an instinct." From 
the other glimpses vouchsafed into this note-book, its aphoristic 
treasures would appear to be of a highly various and piquant 
description. They cannot but awaken an unchastened curiosity in 
•the heart of many students, which it is to be hoped the owner of the 
note-book may take measures to satisfy. 

Mr. Bradley starts with a threefold general definition of meta- 
physics. “ We may agree, perhaps, to understand by metaphysics 
an attempt to know reality as against mere appearance, or the study 
of first principles or ultimate truths, or again the effort to comprehend 
J*^he universe, not simply piecemeal or by fragments, but somehow as 
a whole,” These three definitions are plainly intended to be taken 
as equivalent, but, though the third is probably the most satisfactory 
of the three, it is the first which gives the title to Mr. Bradley’s 
volume, and it is the contrast between appearance — or, as he calls it 
here, “ mere appearance ** — and reality that explains the two parts 
into which it falls. The first book, entitled Appearance,’* is a 
sceptical or destructive criticism of the phenomenal world as inherently 
self-contradictory and incomprehensible, and therefore, in Mr. Bradley’s 
«ise of the word, unreal. The second book, entitled Reality,” though 
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also abounding in negative criticism of obnoxious preconceptions/^ 
is the constructive complement of Book I., intended to describe the 
nature of the Absolute, in which the contradictions of phenomena 
must be somehow reconciled or overcome. It is important at the 
outset for the understanding of Mr. Bradley’s argument, especially 
in its negative or sceptical aspect, to note the equivalence, or at least 
interchangeableness, of these different formulations of the meta- 
physician’s task, even though his procedure and conclusions should 
turn out to bo unduly dominated by the first. Eeality is used by 
Mr. Bradley throughout in the sense of ultimate reality, so that 
Eeality and the Absolute are convertible terms, and he means by both 

the universe comprehended somehow as a whole.” Appearance, 
on the other hand, is applied to the whole of the phenomenal world. 
Appearances, of course, exists as he repeatedly tells us, but they are 
not real, in the sense of being independent, self-contained, and self- 
explanatory. We fall into hopeless contradictions if we attempt to 
take them so. Every finite or phenomenal fact betrays its character 
of “mere appearance” by the “ragged edges” which stamp it as a 
part torn out# of its context. The self-contradiction of the part 
taken as the whole, the phenomenal taken as the real, is most obvious 
in the infinite progress upon which it launches us — a species of 
treadmill exercise, best exemplified in the case of such notions as 
time, space and causation. 

The contradictions of the finite are, accordingly, the theme of Mr. 
Bradley’s first book, in which he sets out to criticise the chief “ ideas 
by which we try to understand the universe.” Taking up first the 
popular scientific proposal to find the reality of the world in the 
primary qualities, he has little difficulty in showing that the line of 
thought which undermines the reality of the secondary qualities can 
be used with equal effect against the primary. The primary qualities 
cannot be conceived or presented without the secondary ; and, further, 
we cannot think of extension without thinking at the same time of^a 
“what” that is extended. Extension is, therefore, simply the 
abstraction of one element from the rest, from which it is in reality 
inseparable — an abstraction scientifically convenient, but meta- 
physically indefensible, wh^en it puts itself forward as .an ultimate 
account of things. • 

The distinction of “ substantive and adjective ” — the grouping of 
the world’s contents into things and qualities — is next taken up 
(chap. 2) and declared to be “ a clear makeshift.” If we lay stress 
on the unity of the thing, then the plurality of its attributes is in no 
way explained ; they lie side by side in mere distinctness one from 
another as so many independent co-existences. 

“ The thing with its adjectives is a device for enjoying at once both 
variety and concord. But the distinctions, once made, fall apart from the 
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tiling, and • away from one another, and our attempt to understand their 
relations brought us round merely to an unity, which confesses itself a 
pretence, or else falls bjick upon the old undivided substance which admits 

of no distinctions The whole device .... consists in saying to the 

outside world, ^ 1 am the owner of these my adjectives,^ and to the properties, 
‘ I am but a relation, which leaves you your liberty ’ — and to itself ^and for 
itself it is the futile pretence to have both characters at once ” (p. 28). 

The next chapiier (chap. 3) analyses the ideas of quality and 
relation. Qualities depend upon the relation of things to one 
another ; unrelated reals would be quality less. But, on the other 
hand, “ nothings cannot be related ; ” “ relations must depend upon 
terms, just as much as terms upon relations.'’ Consequently, all 
thinking that moves by the machinery of terms and relations is 
pronounced to be “ a makeshift, a device, a mere practical compromise, 
most necessary, but in the end most indefensible.” For there is the 
same attempt to bring diversity into the unity of the thing, which 
proves impossible except by dividing the thing altogether into an 
endless process of relations. Hence, our experience when relationed 
is not true;^’ and anyone who has grasped the panc^ple of this 
chapter, we are told, ‘‘ will have condemned, almost without a hearing, 
the great mass of phenomena.” Mr. Bradley proceeds, however, to 
apply his principle (in the next^ five chapters) more in detail to the 
cases of “space and time,” “motion and change/’ “causation” and 
“ activity.” In a time-honoured and somewhat well-worn argument , 
the aspects of discreteness and continuity in space are sceptically 
opposed to one another, and the conclusion is reached that “ space 
vanishes internally into relations between units which never can 
exist.” Precisely the same argument holds of time ; hence, both are 
not real, but “ contradictory appearances,” The problem of change 

“ points back to the dilemma of the one and tlio main , the differences and 
the identity, the adjectives and the thing, the qualities ami the relations. 
ITow anything can possibly bo anything else was a (jiii'stion which defied 
our cflbrts. Change is little beyond an instance of this dilemma in principle. 
.... It asserts two of one, and so falls at once under the condemnation of 

our previous chapters Change, upon any hypotliesis, is impossible. 

It can be no more than appearance.” 

So with causation. If you resolve cause into ideniily, you eliminate 
the very fact to be explained — the difference of ihe elfect from its 
cause. For surely the very problem of causation “ consists in the 
differences and in their sequence in time.” In fact, 

“ it is the old puzzle how to justify the attributing to a subject something 
other than itself, and which the subject is not. J f ‘ followed by B ’ is not 
the nature of A, then justify your predication. If it is essential to A, then 
justify, first, your taking A without it ; and* in the next place show how. 
with such an incongruous nature, A cim succeed in being more than unreal 
appearance.” 
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Activity is condemned because " nothing can be active witliout an 
occasion, and what is active, being made thus by the occasion, is so 
far passive.” Hence, “it is certain that activity implies finitude, 
and otherv^ise possesses no meaning.” It cannot, therefore, be an 
ultimate principle of explanai ion; Chap. 8 deals with “things,” 
but the preceding argument has “undermined and ruined any 
meaning we can attach to the term. “The thing is a thing only if 
its existence goes beyond the now and extends into the past,” but ( 
“it does not appear how this relation of sameness can be real.” “The 
identity of a thing lies in t he view you take of it.” “ We seem driven 
to the conclusion that things are but appearances.” 

So far, therefore, “ our facts have turned out to be illusory,” but 
we have been dealing up to this point with “the inanimate,” and in 
order.to complete his argument Mr. Bradley goes on in the next two 
chapters (chaps. 9 and 10) to criticise tho claims of the Self to reality. 
In the first he passes in review dilferent meanings of the Self, and in 
the second he concludes that the Self simply presents “ t he old puzzle 
as to tho connection of diversity with unity.” It will be necessary 
to return upon various points in these important chapters, but we 
must first have Mr. Bradley^s main line of thought before us and the 
conclusion at which he arrives. It is sufficient, therefore, for the 
present, 1o note his verdict on the Self, and the ground on which the 
verdict is explicitly based. “The consciousness of personal identity,” 
lie curiously says, “may bo supposed to have some bearing on the 
reality of the Self.” Most people are probably benighted enough to 
think it has. 

“ But to my mind,” jn-oceods ]\lr. Hradley, “ it appears almost irrelevant. 
Of course the self, witliiu limits and up to a c(u*tairi point, is the same. 

, . . . As long as there remains in tlio self a ctTtain basis of content, ideally 
tho same, so long may the self recall anything once associated with that 

basis This, of course, shows that sclf-samonoss exists as a fact, and 

that hence somehoio an identical self is real. But, then, tho question is 
how ? The question is, wlietlicr we can state tho existence and the con- 
tinuity of a real self in a way which is intelligible, and which is not ruined 
by tho difficulties of jircvious dis(!ussions. Because, otherwisef, wo may have 
found an interesting fact, hut imjst assuredly wo liave not found a tenable 


view about reality The end of metaphysics is to understand the 

universe, to find a way of thinking about facts in general which is free from 
contradiction. . . . .* It is this, to repeat it once more, on which everything 


turns. Tho diversity and the unity must be brought to the light, and the 
principle must be seen to comproliond these. But the self is so far from 
supplying such a principle, that it seems, when not hiding itself in obscurity, 
a mere bundle of discrepancies. Our search has conducted us again, not to 
reality, hut mere appearance.” 

The two short chapters ,on “ Phenomenalism and “ Things in 
Themselves,” which conclude the firf^t book, add nothing to this argu- 
ment. They are rather of the nature of appendices, which deal 
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effectively with these two phases of philosophic theory, as attempts 
either to evade the philosophical problem altogether, or to solve it by 
doubling it. As I am in complete agreement with Mr. Bradley’s 
arguments in these p^ges, there is the less need to dwell upon them 
here. So I pass at once to the opening chapters of the second book, 
dealing with ‘‘The General Nature of KeaUty,” and containing tho 
counter-stroke to the preceding negative polemic. 

The first position taken up is at once important, for it alone 
enables a start to be made. Phenomena have been condemned as 
self-contradictory, but what is thus rejected as appearance admittedly 
still exists. “ It cannot bodily be shelved and merely got rid of, 
and, therefore, since it must fall somewhere, it must belong to- 
reality.” Reality, therefore, “must own,” and somehow include, 
appearance ; it cannot be less than appearance. But whereas 
appearances, taken as real, proved self-contradictory, the - absolute or 
ultimate reality must be “ such that it does not contradict itselfi 
This is our first criterion — a criterion which has been implicit in all 
the preceding negative criticism.” Accordingly, we may say, concludes 
Mr. Bradley, that ^ 

‘‘ ovei^thing which appears is someh<5w real in such a way as to be solf- 
eoiisistent. Appearance must belong to reality, and it must, therefore, bo 
concordant and other than it seems. The bewildering mass of phenomenal 
diversity must hence somehow bo at unity and self-consistent ; for it cannot 
bo elsewhere than in reality, and reality excludes discord. Or, again, we 
may put it so : the real is individual. Tt is one in the sense that its positive 
character embraces all deficiencies in an inclusive harmony 

In short, “reality must be a single whole ” — “ a single system.” In 
his second chapter Mr. Bradley supplements this “ formal and 
abstract ” definition of the Absolute by identifying existence with 
experience, laying down the position, almost in Berkeley’s language,, 
that existence has no meaning apart from sentient experience. 
Sentient experience is what we mean and what alone we can mean 
by existence or by reality. Any supposed fact, other than this, “ is a. 
vicious abstraction whose existence is meaningless nonsense, and is 
not possible.” If we combine this with the former position, “ our 
conclusion, so far, will be this, that the Absolute is one system, and 
that its contents are nothing but sentient experience. It Will, hence, 
be a single and all-inclusive experience, which embraces every partial 
diversity in concord.” Finally, Mr. Bradley proceeds to ask whether 
we really have a positive idea of an Absolute thus defined as “ one- 
comprehensive sentience,” and he answers that, while we cannot fully 
realise its existence its main features are drawn from our own 
experience, and we have also a suggestion there of the unity gf a. 
whole embracing distinctions within itself. This we have in “ mere 
feeling or immediate presentation,” where we experience as an 
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undifferentiated whole, what we afterwards proceed in the exercise 
of relational thought to analyse into the known world of self and not- 
self with all its manifold objects and distinctions. Combining this 
primitive experience of felt unity with the later experience of known 
diversity, we can recognise the latter as a transitional stage, and reach 
the idea of a higher experience in which thought shall, as it were, 
return to the immediacy of feeling. “We can form the general idea 
of an absolute intuition in which phenomenal distinctions are merged; 
a whole become immediate at a higher stage without losing any 
richness.” This view of the Absolute is developed and enforced in 
the immediately following chapter on “ Thought and Reality ” 
(chap. 15) which in various aspects is one of the most important in 
the book. As such it will claim our attention in the sequel, but it is 
enpugji in the meantime to note a little more fully the nature of the 
results arrived at. The position reached is simply this, that “ the 
relational form is a compromise on which thought stands and 
which it develops. It is an attempt to unite differences which have 
broken out of the felt totality ” (p. 1 80). It is essentially an attempt 
to pass beyond^ itself and to recapture this immediate unity. Rut 
both in theory and in practice the .attempt proves unsuccessful on the 
basis of thought or relation ; it resolves itself into the infinite progress. 
Thought’s own ideal, therefore, can be reached only by passing 
beyond thought. lor us ‘‘this completion of thought beyond 
thought” necessarily “remains for ever an other.” Still “thought 
can form the idea of an apprehension, something like feeling in 
directness, which contains all the character sought by its relational 
efforts ” — “ a total experience where will and thought and feeling 
may all once more bo one,” and where consequently the distinction 
between thought and its object — between subject and predicate — is 
likewise transcended. 

We have now before us one coro.plete phase of Mr. Bradley’s 
position and argumentation, and it is time, therefore, to investigate 
critically the legitimacy of the method and the value of the conclusion. 
Mr. Bradley started, as wo saw, with two somewhat different definitions 
of the Absolute, and in like manner his criticism throughout the first 
book seems to rest upon two somewhat different principles. The one 
condemns ’ phenomena because they are fragmentary; no object of 
experience is by itself a roi rompldn^ an independent and self- 
contained individual, strong in solid singleness, self-explaining, 
harmonious, and all-inclusive. Whatever fact we take proves to be 
infected "by external relations and so carries us beyond itself, and 
ultimately brings in the whole context .of the universe. Thus 
activity transforms itself into passivity because we cannot think of 
activity as (so to speak) a nrnre bolt from the blue — an unconditioned 
fiat out of a blank eternity.^ The beginning of the activity of any- 
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thing depends, for our thinking, upon a stimulifs from beyond^ the 
nature of the thing itself ; and the thing, therefore, ia quite as much 
passive as active. This argument may be applied all round. Thought 
cannot rest in any finite individual but is carried beyond it in an 
infinite progress. So with any portion of space or time in which we 
arbitrarily and momentarily rest, so with things, so last of all with the 
finite Self. For I do not imagine that those who insist most on the 
reality of the Self and hold that it provides us with a type by the 
^ aid of which we may go on to comprehend the world ” are at all 
inclined to assert its reality in Mr. Bradley’s sense of all inclusive self- 
sufficience. Obviously, the Self of any individual in the determinations 
of its character and the occasions of its activity carries us beyond the 
Self just as in the case of things which are not selves ; the Self 
cannot be torn from its environment except by a process of violent 
abstraction, and the environment, if we are to be exact, must be 
ultimately extended so as to include all time and all existence. To 
my mind it requires no argument to establish the position that there 
can be only one individual as a res romplciif, and conspfjuently in 
Mr. Bradley’s sense only one reality, namely the Absolute or the 
universe as a whole. To fail to realise this is to fail to rise to the 
light of reason at all ; it is in Spinoza’s phrase to remain at the stage 
of ‘‘ imagination ” with its blind substantiation of the individuals of 
sense just as we find them, or seem to find them. 

In this whole line of argumeni , therefore — including his admirable 
exposure of the fallacy of a plurality of independent reals — Mr. 
Ilradley is certain to meet wiili hearty acquiescence in most quarters 
iliat are worth considering. But this line of argument does not seem 
sufficient of itself to justify the sweeping condemnation of phenomena 
as mere appearance,” “ illusion,” “ self-contradictory appearance,” 
“ irrational appearance,” ‘‘ essentially made of inconsistencies,” and 
the other terms of excommunication in which Sir. Bradley indulges. 
Because a thing is not the Absolute, and never pretended to be, it 
seems a little hard to ‘^ruin” its character by a string of bad names 
like this. And, as a matter of fact, the “ruin” in which !Mr. 
Bradley involves the phenomenal is more properly the consequence of 
a second line of argument, which is on the whole more prominent 
throughout the first book. This argument is neither more nor less 
than the complete discrepancy of the One and the Many — the impos- 
sibility of realising in thought at all any kind of identity in diversity. 
Bven the passages quoted in the earlier part of this article are 
sufficient to illustrate the constant recurrence of this idea. At the 
very outset, in dealing with substantive and adjective, it is referred 
to as “ the old dilemma.” If you predicate what is different, you 
ascribe to the subject what it is not ; and l!f you predicate what is not 
different, you say npthing at all (p. 20). The dilemma is, in truth, 
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as old as the early Greek nominalists and sceptics who denied on 
these grounds lihe possibility of predication altogether, except in the 
form of an identical proposition. To say that “ Socrates is good/" 
would be to say the thing that is not : for “ Socrates and good 
are not the same, but different, “ Socrates ** is one idea, and good ** 
is another. “Socrates is Socrates/’ and “good is good,” but that 
the one should be the* other is quite unintelligible. We are limited^ 
therefore, to the one kind of proposition which we never make, 
A=A. Now, strange as it may seem, Mr. Bradley’s first book is, j 
in essence, neither more nor less than a re-statement and re-enforce- 
ment of this sceptical thesis. lie adopts this logic of abstract identity 
apparently without reserve, and because it brings him to a dead-lock, 
he pronounces the actual world to bo “ unintelligible,” “inconsistent,^" 

“ self-contradictory,^’ “ irrational,” “ untrue,” “ illusory.” His multi- 
tudinous repetitions seem designed to leave us in no doubt that it 
is everywhere the same touchstone which ho applies. Thus, the 
conclusion’^of the third chapter, on “ Relation and Quality,” is, as we 
have seen, that a relational way of thought is “ a mere practical com- 
promise, most necessary, but in the end most indefensible.” 

• 

We have to take reality,’’ ho continues, “ as ‘Many, and to take it as 

One, and to avoid contradiction But when these ht consistencies are 

forced together, as iu metaphysics they must be, the result is an open and 

staring discrepancy Our intellect, then, has ])een condemned to 

confusion and bankruptcy, and the reality lias been left outside uiicompre- 
hended ” (pp. J53 - 1). 

In the next chapter, “ Space .... is a peculiar form of the problem 
which we discussed in the last chapter, and is a special attempt to 
combine the irreconcilable” (p. 36). In the fifth chapter (in the 
passage already quoted) the problem of change 

“ points back to the dilemma of the One and tlie Many, the differences and 
the identity, tlie adjectives and tlio thing, the (qualities and the relations. 
IIov) anylkimj can possibly le anything else was a question which defied our 
eflbrts. Change is little beyond an instance of this dilemma in principle. 

, . . . Change, it is obvious, must be a change of something, and it is 
obvious, further, that it contains diversity. J fence it asserts two (if one, And 
so falls at once under the condemnation of our previous chapters ” (p. 45). 

• 

So in liie following chapter, on “ Causation ” : 

• 

“ If the sequence of the effect is clifferent from the cause, how is the 
ascription of the difference to be rationally defended ? If, on the other 
hand, it is not different, then causation do(’s not exist, and its assertion is 

a farce (p. 55) We assert soweihiny of something else It is 

the old puzzle, how to justify the attributing to a subject something other 
than itself, and which the subject is not” (p. 57). 

Having found things “ go •to pieces ” when confronted with this test, 
he finds the same result on applying it to the Self. 
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“ It is the old puzzle as to the connection of diversity with unity. As 
the diversity becomes more complex and the unity grows more concrete, we 
have, so far, found that our diihculties steadily increase, and the expectation 
of a sudden change and a happy solution, when we arrive at the self, seems 

hence little warranted You may say that we are each assured of 

our personal identity in a way in which we are not assured of the sameness 
of things. But this is unfortunately quite irrelevant to the question. That 
selves exist, and are identical in some sense, is indubitable. But the doubt 

is whether their sameness, as we apprehend it, is really intelligible 

Does it give an experience by the help of which we can really understand 
the way in which diversity is harmonised ? ♦ (pp: 103-4). 

The Self, as feeling, thrusts upon us, “ in a still more apparent form, 
the discrepancy that lies between identity and diversity, immediate 
oneness and relation*’ (p. 107). If, again, self-consciousness is 
proposed as ‘‘ a special way of intuition or perception,” we are forced 
to ask (supposing such a “ self-apprehension of the Self as Ono and 
Many ’* to , exist) how it can “ satisfy the claims of understanding.” 
“ For the contents of the intuition (this Many in One), if you try to 

reconstruct them relationally, fall asunder forthwith I am, 

in short, compelled to this conclusion, even if your intuition is a fact, 
it is not an understanding^ of the Self or of the world. • It is a mere 
experience ’* (p. 108). In whatever aspect the Self is taken, therefore, 
it does not teach us ‘‘ how to understand diversity or unity ** (p. 112). 
What we want is a view .... combining differences in one so as 
to turn the edge of criticism” (p. 114), and this we have not met 
with. The Self, as will or volition, leaves us involved in all the 
old troubles as to diversity in union with sameness * (p. 115). In 
commenting on the theory of Monads, towards the close of his dis- 
cussion, he repeats his old question : 

Will it in the least show us Jww t the diversity can exist in harmony 
with the oneness ?” (p. 1 IH) . . . . “ We have found so far,” he says, “ that 
divei'sity and unity cannot be reconciled. Both in the existence of the 
whole self in relation with its contents, and in the various special forms 
which that existence takes, we have encountered everywhere the same trouble. 
We have had features which must come together, and yet were willing to 
do so in no way that we could find. In the self there is a variety, and in 
the self there is an unity ; but in attempting to understand how, we fall 
into inconsistencies which, therefore, qannot be truth ” (p. 1 1 8). 

The Self, he finally concludes, does not yield us “ any defensible 
thought, any intellectual principle^ by which it is possible to understand 
how diversity can he comprehended in unity. It is this, to repeat it 
once more, on which everything turns. The diversity and the unity 
must be brought to the light, and the principle must be seen to com- 

* The italics in the passage last quoted are Mr. Bradley’s own, and I desire specially 
to call attention to the emphasis, as it corroborates Iny contention and contains the 
key to Mr. Bradley’s position. 

+ The italics are again Mr. Bradley’s own. 

VOL. LXVI. 3 A 
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prehend these*’ (pp. 119-20). The short chapter on “ Phenomenal- 
ism ” adds two further references to the metaphysical problem of 
the Many in One ” (pp. 124-25) ; and in the last chapter things-in- 
themselves are found to offer precisely the old jungle in which no 
way could be found ” (p. 130). 

I have multiplied these references, at the risk of wearying the 
reader, in order to convince him, if he needs convincing, of the uni- 
form and persistent nature of Mr. Bradley’s demand.. It seems to 
me, moreover, that Mr. Bradley’s position here conditions the whole 
nature of the results he arrives at later. For the logic of abstract 
identity which he brings into the field against phenomena is fatal in 
the end to his Absolute also, reducing it in spite of Mr. Bradley’s 
disclaimer — in spite of his sincere endeavour to avoid such a con- 
summation — to the undifferentiated unity of Spinoza’s Substance. 
According to this logic, each qualityless point remains identical with 
itself (A=A), and so does each unreferred quality, flying loose in the 
heaven of abstraction (red is red, a is «, and h is &), But the living 
synthesis of fact — the (jualified thing, A that is a, b, c, d, any num- 
ber of differences in unity — this, if not actually denied as in some 
sense existing* is yet declared to be unintelligible, hopelessly contra- 
dictory. But surely such an argument marks the very acme of 
logical perversity. Such an argument, in truth, imports into predi- 
cation a meaning or intention of which predication never dreams. 
When we say ** man is mortal,” or ‘‘ the beech has a smooth stem,” 
we do not mean that the concept man ” is identical with the concept 
mortal,” or that the two concepts beech ” and “ smooth-stemmed ” 
are actually one and the same concept. What we mean is that the 
reality which we have already qualified as “man” or “beech” is 
further qualified as “ mortal ” or “ smooth-stemmed.” All predication, 
in short, is about facts, not about concepts — except in the special 
cases where we happen to be defining a word. Certainly every con- 
cept or meaning remains itself, and only itself, to all eternity. That 
at least is the convention on which logic stands ; our terms must bear 
the same meaning throughout, otherwise all reasoning would be im- 
possible. The law of identity or of non-contradiction means no more 
than this obviously indispensable convention — a convention which, if 
we are so minded, we may truthfully describe as a fundamental and 
necessary law of thought, so long as we see clearly its innocent and 
unobtrusive meaning. The law of identity says that, if we predicate 
mortality of man, we cannot also predicate non-mortality ; it says 
that, if it is the nature of the beech to be smooth-stemmed, it cannot 
also be its nature to be rough-stemmed. But, as to the nature of 
predication, or as to the possibility or impossibility of a thing existing 
as the unity of diverse qualities, it gives no verdict one way or another. 
These are questions of fact or of metaphysics which lie beyond its 
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scope. To proceed, therefore, on the strength of the law of identity, 
to condemn the idea of a thing possessing qualities, or in g^eral the 
idea of unity in di7ersity, as a contradiction in terms, is logically a 
complete fitra^aaiq ei^ aWo yivoQ, . 

Now Mr. Bradley tells us that a thing without qualities is clearly 
unreal ” (p. 130), and in his chapter on Phenomenalism ” he proves 
that the opposite attempt, to rest in qualities without a thing, is 
equally untrue to reality. But his own doctrine is that the attempt 
to think a thing with qualities, or in general the attempt to think a 
unity in diversity, ends in hopeless contradiction. It looks, therefore, 
as if thought were brought face to face with an absolute impasse. 
The wliole force of his argument appears, however, to rest on this 
illegitimate extension to reality or experience of a law which holds 
true only of concepts as concepts in the narrow sense just explained. 
Reality, it may be said boldly, is essentially a Many-in-One, and this 
holds true of any part of reality — i.c., of any existent fact. This, it 
seems to me, was the insight that lent force and cogency to Hegel’s 
life-long polemic against the abstract understanding and its vaunted 
law of non-contradiction. Against its abstract identity he held up 
the concrete facts of experience : there is nothing wliicli is a mere 
one, an eternal self- sameness. Identity only exists through 
difference, unity through multiplicity. Such is the constant thesis 
of the Hegelian philosophy, of which Mr. Jiradley is one of the 
profoundest students ; and it was, I confess, a surprise to me to find 
the ancient weapon of the sceptical schools so carefully furbished up 
and so confidently brandished. All the more so, because Mr. Bradley 
himself, aliud cKjendo — with the atomic sensationalism of the English 
tradition in view — gives a most impressive statement of the true 
position and declares in his own emphatic way that “ every move- 
ment of our intellect rests wholly upon it,” and that the contrary 
opinion is founded upon “ one-sided and uncritical metaphysics,” or 
in short had no basis but confusion and traditional prejudice 
(pp. 349-351). “There will be neither change nor endurance, and 
still less motion through space of an identical body ; there will 
neither be selves nor things, nor, in briefs any intelligible farf^ unless 
on the assumption that sameness in diversity is real. Apart tri)m this . 
main principle of construction we should be confined to the feeling of 
a single moment.’^ Now these “ mtelligible facts ” arc ike very facts 
paraded as unintelligible in Book L Hegel no doubt gave a 
dangerous opening to misconception when he tried in the dialectic to 
apply his principle to conceptions. It is only by a sustaiqed use of 
metaphor that the appearance of success is obtained, for conceptions 
as such are precisely what do not “ pass over ” into their opposites. 
The conception “ One ” never becomes the conception “ Many.” 
What is true is that every fact can be shown to combine in itself 
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these tw^o. aspects. It is in this way that Hegel uses the nature of 
reality to explode and (by exploding) to unite the fixed opposites of 
conceptual thought. These opposites it must be remembered are^ 
and remain, opposites in the abstract world of logic ; viewed, that ia 
to say, simply as meanings, the one remains just the opposite of the 
other. But this opposition of the two as meanings, as concepts, tella 
us nothing about the possibility or impossibility of a fact to which, ill 
different aspects, both shall be applicable. On tjiat the nature of 
realitj: itself must decide : we must appeal to experience. 

In making this appeal we have no need to go farther than the fact 
of our own existence, which is indeed the key of the whole position. The 
Self is very severely handled by Mr. Bradley, though he does admit 
at the close that it is “ no doubt the highest form of experience which 
we have” (p. 119). His argument consists largely in enumerating, 
and setting against one another, different senses in which the term 
•‘Self” has been, or is currently, used. Some of these may be 
dismissed as irrelevant — that is to say, we may surrender them 
at once to Mr. Bradley’s criticism as of no particular interest. 
The remainder of his argument seems to me to rest partly on 
the first line* of thought — viz., that no Self of which we have 
experience is an absolute or perfect or self-sufficient unity, which, 
again, may be fully granted — and partly on the practical diffi- 
culty of precisely defining the amount of diversity which shall be 
included within the unity of the individual Self. Here also many a 
point might be surrendered to meet Mr. Bradley's criticism. He 
reminds us, for example, that “ in the lifetime of a man there are 
irreparable changes. Is he literally not the same man if life, or death, 
or love, or banishment has turned the current of his life?” (p. 79.) 
This is a question of degree. The wrench may be so great as actually, 
in the common phrase, to unhinge the mind ; and in that case we 
admittedly cease to regard the man as the same. His personality is 
altogether suspended ; he is insane. So with “ the strange selves of 
hypnotism,^^ to which Mr. Bradley several times refers. Such abnor- 
malities involve practical difficulties, just like the “monsters” to 
which Locke so frequently recurs, or the cases where it may be diffi- 
cult to c}ecide whether an object belongs to the animal or the vegetable 
kingdom. But they do not touch the question of principle with which 
we are here concerned. It is not necessary that' a Self should be an 
all-inclusive Self ; nor is it necessary that we should be able in every 
case to say what is a Self and what is not a Self. It is enough if there 
is such a thing as self-consciousness or personal identity at alL For 
that self consciousness is the living experience of unity in diversity. Now 
Mr. Bradley admits that “ of course the Self, within limits and up to 
a certain point, is the same^’ though, as we saw, he strangely treats 
this consciousness of personal identity as “ almost irrelevant.” The 
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key to this utterance is found in the folio veing page, where* he' adds, 

“ This, of course, shows that self-sameness exists as a fact,^and that 
hence somehow an identical Self must be real. But then the question 
is howV^ (p. 113.) To this I see no answer save Lotze^s retort in 
similar circumstances, that such a question is as unreasonable and as 
perfectly impossible to satisfy as the demand to know how being is 
made. How there comes to be existence at all, and how existence or 
experience in its basal characteristics comes to be what it is — these 
are questions which, so far as one can see, omniscience itself iwuuld 
not enable us to answer. The fundamental nature of experience may 
enable us to explain derivatively any special feature of experience ; 
but that fundamental nature itself must itself be learned from expe- 
rience and simply accepted. Now I maintain that unity in multiplicity, 
identity in diversity, is just the ultimate nature of universal experience. 
Such a unity or identity is lived or experienced in every instance •of 
self-conscious existence ; and it cannoS: be other than a misleading 
use of language to speak of our most intimate experience, the ultimate 
bed-rock of fact, as unintelligible or contradictory. The whole pro- 
cedure of thought belies such a supposition ; for, instead of stumbling 
over this unity and identity as unintelligible, we proceed to make it 
<he measure or standard of the intelligibility of everything else. The 
thing and ils qualities is a mere analogue of the Self as a Many in 
One ; all our terms of explanation, all the categories of thought, are 
drawn in like manner from the life of the Self. They either reproduce 
it with more or less fulness or, if they do not do this, then they express 
one or other of its aspects. But it is our own fault if we choose to 
substantiate these aspects, stated thus for the moment in logical or 
ideal separation ; for they are never given or experienced separately. 
On the contrary, their concrete unity is the one fact behind which we 
cannot go. Thought, when it occupies itself in dissecting its own 
nature, is led into many a bog by the will-o^-the-wisp of a false 
subtlety — by none more so than by this phantasm of abstract identity. 
But thought, which is directed on its object, and bent only on learning 
more and more of the nature of things, never seeks thus to overleap 
itself, and consequently finds none of the unintelligibility of which 
Mr. Bradley complains. However, as Berkeley happily *puts it, 
philosophers are often indebted to their own preconceptions “ for 
being ignorant of what everybody else knows perfectly well. 

And seriously, according to the well-worn hrocard, if water chokes 
us what shall we drink ? If our own existence is unintelligible to 
us, where are we likely to find its intelligibility ? If the One and the 
Many are as absolutely incompatible as they have been represented, 
tow are they to be brought together at *)11 ? In other words, if the 
criticism in the first book is really valid, it would seem to be equally 
fatal to the construction of the Absolute attempted in the second. 
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For the Absolute, we have seen, must “ own ” or include appearances, 
and it must do so in such a way as to exclude contradiction. It is to 
be “a single and all-inclusive experience, which embraces every 
partial diversity in concord ” (p. .147). Doubtless this is our ideal of 
what an Absolute should be ; but surely (to quote Mr. Bradley’s own 
words) we have here at once upon our hands the One and the 
Many.” This Absolute “ offers precisely the old jungle in which no 
way could be found,” and it is irrational to suppose that a sheer con- 
iradit^liion will prove more amenable when multiplied to infinity and 
noused in the Absolute. An unkind critic might say, indeed, with 
some show of reason, that Mr. Bradley has the air of swallowing at 
It gulp in Book II. what he had choked over in the successive chapters 
of Book I. For, if, as was insisted in the case of the Self, “the 
question is how,” the second book is full of the most ample 
acknowledgments that the “ how ” remains as insoluble as eVer. 
“ Certainly in the end,” we ard told, “ to know how the One and the 
Many are united is beyond our powers. But in the Absolute, some- 
how, we are convinced the problem is solved” (p. 281). But this is 
the language of pious conviction rather than of scientific demonstra- 
tion, and though the attentive reader discerns plainly the author’s 
resolve that the Absolute has got to include all differences and solve 
all contradictions, he will be apt to feel that the contradictions forced 
upon his notice throughout the book have been handed back to him 
to digest as best he may. 

In the end this impression would not, I think, be substantially 
incorrect, and' yet it would not be entirely just to Mr. Bradley, 
for he certainly does attempt in the second book to give in outline 
a theory of the “ how.” What he would undoubtedly have us 
regard as his real contribution towards a solution of the difficulty is 
to be found in the chapter on “ Thought and Reality.” He still 
maintains that the “ contradiction ” is insoluble on the level of 
relational thought ; but founding in this chapter on the analogy of 
feeling, as containing the immediate experience of a whole, he throws 
out the idea of a supra-relational existence of the Absolute, which 
shall, so to speak, fuse once more in an immediate unity the differences 
which the prodess of knowledge has shown were implicit in the 
primitive undifferentiated unity of feeling. On examination, how- 
ever, it will be found, I think, that in the end this theory meets the 
diflBculty by abolishing the differences. Instead, therefore, of being 
a real solution, it is at bottom a reaffirmation of Mr, Bradley’s 
fandamental preconception as to the incompatibility of the One and 
the Many. 

Notwithstanding this, the presentation of the theory is full of 
speculative interest. 

It is not a new thing in philosophy to attempt to name, and even 
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to conceive, the divine life in this way as a knowledge that is more 
than relational, that does not proceed from part to part, but sees the 
whole in every part, or rather sees all in one by a species of imme- 
diate apprehension or intuition. So much may be said to be a 
commonplace of philosophical theology. And in the Kantian and ' 
post-Kantian philosophy of Germany, as is well known, *the doctrine 
of a perceptive understanding or an intellectual intuition played an 
important part. But what lends importance to this fresh attempt to 
put a meaning into the phrase is the independence of the trea^on^- 
— the way in which the idea is seen to grow organically out of the 
author’s whole scheme of thought — and also the deliberate endeavour 
which is made really ‘‘to form the idea” of such an apprehension, 
even though only “ in vague generality.” But, ungracious return 
as it may seem for the metaphysical feast which Mr. Bradley has 
spread, the objection must still be urged that this supra-relational 
reconciliation either remains, on the oiie hand, altogether a name for 
“ we know not what,” or, on the other hand, if we press the analogy 
of feeling, as Mr. Bradley frequently does, and endeavour to construct, 
even in vague generality, the nature of the Absolute experience, the 
conviction is forced upon us that this Absolute only excludes contra- 
diction because it excludes all variety and difierence. • In the former 
case, the diversity is acknowledged, but no light is thrown upon the 
problem of combining Many in One without contradiction. “ In the 
end,” says Mr. Bradley, “ the whole diversity must be attributed as 
adjectives to a unity which is not known” (p. 4G9}. Our assertion 
of a unity becomes thus no more than an expression of the faith that 
with God all things are possible. In the latter case, finite existence is an 
illusion which ceases when the standpoint of the Absolute is reached. 

Finite existence is said to be harmonised, or, in Mr. Bradley’s 
favourite expression, “ transmuted ” in the Absolute ; but for trans- 
muted, we also find such sinister synonyms as “ suppressed,” 
“ dissolved,” “ lost.” In one place “ transmuted and destroyed ” are 
expressly coupled, while in another we are told that the “ process of 
correction ” which finite existence undergoes in the Absolute may 
“ entirely dissipate its nature.” 

Of course, Mr, Bradley protests in numerous passageo against this 
interpretation of his Absolute as a blank or undifferentiated unity like 
Spinoza’s Substance or Schelling’s Neutrum, the night in which all 
cows are black. No doubt it is true that he does not mean simply 
to ‘‘ merge ” or “ fuse ” all distinctions into an indistinguishable mass, 
but somehow to retain them in a richer form in a single concrete 
experience. I will go further, and say that one whole line of Mr. 
Bradley^a thought — the line in which he^ stands nearest to Hegel — 
leads him to emphasise the function of difference and the permanence 
of distinctions even within the Absolute. But that line of thought 
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is more than neutralised by the Spinozistic or Schellingian tendency 
which we are at present considering. The best of intentions cannot 
avail him, therefore, against the manifest destiny of this way of 
thinking. 

In the very title of his book, Mr. Bradley seems to me to have 
started upon the road which leads to this goal, for “ appearance ” is 
certainly, on the whole, a term of condemnation, and, as we have 
seen, it is frequently qualified throughout the firat book, and also in 
t|jft?^cond, as “mere appearance,” and even as “illusion.” Appear- 
ance, therefore, takes on, whether we will or no, the sense of illusory 
or unreal. 

And it is to be observed that Mr. Bradley is consistent to the end 
in his refusal to tolerate difference. The distinction of subject and 
predicate remains to him a contradiction, an imperfection, and con- 
sequently must disappear in the Absolute : and with it the distinction 
of subject and object from which it is derived. And that the last 
vestige of difference may be seen to disappear from the pure aether of 
“ all-pervasive transfusion,” we have the position pushed to its most 
Quixotic length in the sections of the concluding chapter, which 
reminds us thdt “ not even Absolute truth is quite true.” It is not 
true for the extraordinary reason that it is only true of reality, it 
is not itself reality. The fatal difference betvveen subject and 
predicate ” remains, and therefore “ even Absolute truth in the end 
seems thus to turn out erroneous ” ! I cannot but think that 
speculation is here upon an entirely false track. What Mr. Bradley 
really means, I suppose, is to renew his famous, and in my view 
important, protest against the identification of reality with “ an 
unearthly ballet of bloodless categories.” He is arguing against the 
tendency observable in some representatives of Hegelian thought to 
overstate the position and function of knowledge. Jiecause knowledge 
(especially in its highest form as philosophy) is in its own sphere, as 
Mr. Bradley puts it, “ utterly all-inclusive ” — that is, because 
knowledge, if perfect, may be said ideally to grasp or include every 
aspect of reality these thinkers speak as if such knowledge were 
the reality “ bodily,” as if the universe were nothing but an intellec- 
tual processor a, species of dialectic. Against this tendency Mr. 
Bradley rightly ur^es that “ truth ” or perfect knowledge is only one 
aspect of the universe or of experience, The universe is not known, 
and it never, as a whole, can be known in such a sense that knowledge 
^ would be the same as experience or reality ” (p. 547). “ This 

general character of reality is not reality itself ” (p. 547). Truth is 
not intellectually defective or limited, for the idea of an unknowable 
may easily be shown to be self-contradictory ; it is not, therefore, 
‘^intellectually corrigible “ it cannot be intellectually transcended.” 
Still there are other aspects of experience besides the intellectual, and 
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if we are to have reality bodily,” we must “ take in the remaining 
aspects of experience.” But this sound and valuable contention is 
surely presented in a misleading form when Mr. Bradley talks of an 

internal discrepancy ” which belongs to truth’s proper character, and 
represents truth as achieving its consummation in passing beyond 
itself and in abolishing the difference between the subject and 
predicate ” (p. 547). For ‘‘ in this passage the proper nature of 
truth is, of course, .transformed and perishes.” But this extinction of 
difference throws us back at once on the distinctionless s^frr^^ 
essential one of mysticism, in which all “ details are utterly pervaded 
and embraced.” The collapse of the distinction between subject and 
predicate (or subject and object) means, however, the extinction of 
self-consciousness altogether and throws us back upon the state of 
dull, diffused feeling which we suppose to be asymptotically approached 
in the lowest organisms, and from which (in the same asymptotic 
fashion) we are accustomed to derive the beginnings of conscious 
life. Here, therefore, extremes would meet with a vengeance and 
the highest becomes interchangeable with the lowest. 

Dissatisfaction with the form of knowledge as such seems to me, 
I must confess, chimerical, and I am sure that repudiation of it leads 
not to any higher unity, but to the pit of undifferentiated substance 
out of which Hegel dug philosophy. And I venture to add that this 
is verified in Mr. Bradley’s own case. On this whole side of his 
thought he seems to me to reproduce in essence, and often almost in 
expression, the Spinozistic doctrine of V imagination,” which reduces 
finite existence to a species of illusion. No doubt there were two 
tendencies at strife in Spinoza also, but his dominant thought is, all 
determination is negation,” and therefore all determinations are 
devoured like clouds before the sun in the white light of the unica 
siibstantia. But if finite experience is illusory and its distinctions 
simply disappear, then of necessity the unity which we reach by the 
denial of these distinctions is quite characterless ; we have illusion 
on the one side, and, as the counter-stroke, nonentity on the other. 
For does not Erigena tell us at the end of a similar line of thought, 

Deu8 propter excellcntiam non immerito nihil vocatur^^ — a phrase 
the piety of which seems to me with difficulty vj congeal its 
humour ? 

Mr. Bradley displays an extraordinary fertility in metaphors to 
describe the consummation of finite appearance in the Absolute, but 
the nature of these metaphors involuntarily confirms the view of the 
Absolute which we have already arrived at on general principles. 
Appearances are merged, fused, blended, absorbed, run together, dis- 
solved in a higher unity, transformed, transmuted ; but to transform 
is found to mean the same thing as to dissipate, and to transmute is 
to “ destroy ” or to “ suppress.” To ‘‘ embrace ” and ‘‘ harmonise ” 
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self-consciousness by transmuting and suppressing it as such (p. 183) 
recalls too vividly the Eoman method of pacification : iibi solitudinem 
faciunt^ pacem appellant. And if Spinoza’s Absolute has been called 
a lion’s den, the description is at least as applicable to Mr. Bradley’s. 

“ All the content which the struggle has generated is brought home 
and is laid to rest undiminished in the perfect ” (p. 244). Does not 
this suggest the stillness of the grave ? Or whe^n we are told that 
“the finites blend and are resolved” (p.429); that"“ every finite diver- 
supplemented and transformed; its private character remains ^ 
and is but neutralised by complement and addition does it not seem 
like saying “ yes ” and “ no ” in the same breath ? How can a private 
character remain if it is neutralised ? Plus and minm are equivalent 
to nothing ; our result is a blank Schellingian Neutrum. And Mr. 
Bradley’s statement that “the theoretic object moves towards a con- 
summation in which all distinction and all ideality must be suppressed'^ 
is almost verbally identical with Schelling’s statement of the ultimate 
goal of the finite Ego. 

“ The ultimate goal of the finite Ego is enlargement of iis sphere till the 
attainment of identity witli tlie infinite Ego. But the infinite Ego knows 
no object, and 'possesses, therefore, no consciousness or unity of conscious- 
ness, such as we mean by per>onality. Consequently, the ultimate goal of 
all endeavour may also be repr(»sented as enlargement of the personality 
to infinity — that is to say, as its anniliilation. The ultimate goal of the 
finite Ego, and not only of it but also of the Non-Ego — the final goal, there- 
fore, of the world — is its annihilation as a world.’’ * 

The coincidence seems worth noting, because it is significant that 
both thinkers are haunted by the same ideal, the ideal against which 
Hegel protests. 

So again, when talking of the finite Self, he uses a metaphor 
which, though he excuses its “ miserable inaccuracy,” I cannot help 
regarding as exceedingly significant in this connection. “ Because I 
cannot spread out my window until all is transparent, and all windows 
disappear^ this does not justify me in insisting on my window-frame’s 
rigidity. For that frame has, as such, no existence in reality, but 
only in our impotence ” (p. 253). This seems to me as exact a 
ifeproduction as can well be imagined of the Spinozistic doctrine of 
imaginatio^tSoA that not merely in essence, but even in expression. 
The window-framfes of the Keif disappear or melt away, because in 
reality they do not exist at all ; it is our impotence which causes us 
to imagine this severance from others and from the source of all. 
According to the metaphor by which Erdmann illustrates Spinoza’s 
system, wipe out from any spatial surface the lines which mark it off 
into distinct figures, and pure or empty space remains. Abolish, in 
like manner, all windojv-frames, and “limited transparencies'^ 
disappear, as Mr. Bradley puts it, in “ an all-embracing clearness." 

* Vom Jeh ah Princip der Philoaophief § 14. 
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But, as we know, the distinction of subject and object has disappeared 
with the other distinctions of finite appearance ; and the clearness, 
therefore, is not a vision seen by any Self. It is the viewless unity 
of the absolutely infinite Substance. . 

On whatever line of metaphor or analogy we follow Mr. Bradley, 
the same result is arrived at — ^the same inherent tendency of his 
thought is revealed. This is curiously seen in his recurring illustra- 
tion from Love. Thought, he says, desires ‘‘ a consummation in 
•which it is lost.” And he adds, by way of establishing suCii^a^ 
possibility, ‘‘ does not the river run into the sea and the Self lose itself 
in love ? ” (p. 173.) The river does run into the sea, but so far is 
the Self from losing itself in love that it may be said therein to 
attain to its intensest realisation — not realisation in Mr. Bradley’s 
equivocal sense of “ disappearing ” or “ ceasing,” but realisation in 
the sense of intensest life and enjoyment in that particular finite 
centre. So, again, Mr. Bradley speaks (p. 182) of feeling as longing 
for “ that absolute self-fruition which comes only when the Self 
bursts its limits and blends with another Self.” Now, the Self never 
“ bursts” and ^‘blends ” in the way suggested. In all enjoyment, in 
all fruition, there is tl^e return of the Self upon itself, without which 
consciousness would be impossible. What is meant by a s(;//-fruition, 
in which the Self disappears? I do not mean to deny that in 
extreme sensual passion and in the curiously allied mystical straining 
to swoon, as it were, into Deity, this self-deception is observable as 
to the goal pursued. But I assert that in both cases the desire is 
self-contrb,dictory ; for of love, whether sexual or divine, the poet’s 
words (in another sense) are true, that its dearest bond is “ like in 
difference.” If difference could be abolished, whether as regards two 
human beings or as regards a finite individual and its creative source, 
sweet love were slain” — its very conditions would be destroyed. 
Consciousness itself would be abolished, existence would collapse into 
nothingness. 

We come back, therefore, to our main contention. There is no 
contradiction in the form of knowledge as such,, nor in finite 
experience merely on the ground that it is in this form. On the 
contrary, knowledge is rather, as Hegel said, the absofhit^ relation ; 
and all speculation which proceeds by repudiation* of this form is 
found historically to lead straight to the ‘^abyss’’ of the older 
mystics, Mr. Bradley’s speculation simply repeats this lesson. 
Clearly the finite is essentially self-transcendent, in Mr. Bradley’s 
phrase. That is as much as to say, in a word^ our experience 
is fragmentary, and however much we enlarge it, it still remains 
fragmentary. On all sides it seems to ^stretch infinitely beyond 
itself. Knowledge, it cannot be denied, is in our experience an 
infinite progress, and if to have this character is to be contradictory. 
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then the charge must be freely admitted. But it does not seem as if 
this defect — this contradiction — were inherent in the form of 
knowledge as such (the form of subject-object, unity in difference), 
the cause lies rather in our finite position, as that is determined in 
time and spa^e. We work along infinite radii from an individual 
locus, but we cannot ^actually transport ourselves to the central hearth 
of the universe, as it were, from which we conceive that all may 
possibly be seen resumed into unity as a harmonious system. For an 
— itrtSlligence occupying that standpoint, the contradictions of finite ^ 
experience might possibly disappear, without any abandonment of the 
form of knowledge. But what is quite plain is, that wc cannot by 
any possibility conceive the nature of that insight. We cannot step 
out of the infinite progress ourselves — in Spinoza’s phrase, we cannot 
pass from ratio to scientia intuitiva. This is the yawning chasm in 
Spinoza’s system — the two sides which are never brought together. 
We may transcend “imagination,” and refuse to take facts, in isola- 
tion ; we may trace out endlessly the dependence of any given fact 
upon the infinite series of its determining causes (nay, upon an infinite 
number of such converging series), but we never reach the Absolute 
Substance, or even the Attributes of Substance^ the immanent cause 
of the whole. So from the other side there is no process of self- 
determination by which we can pass from Substance to its infinite 
attributes, or from any attribute to its particular finite modes. If we 
could really contemplate existence from the Absolute point of view, 
doubtless the derivation of the finite world might not be so inex- 
plicable, but we never do reach that specular mount. When we 
attempt to assume such a standpoint the result is, as with Spinoza, 
simply emptiness. Abstracting from the finite, we have nothing left 
within our grasp. So it is again with Schell in g, and the side of Mr, 
Bradley^s thought which we have been considering verifies this ex- 
perience afresh. 

In a second article I propose to examine more closely the two 
conflicting' tendencies of thought which seem to me to strive with one 
another for mastery in Mr. Bradley’s mind, indicating in conclusion 
the significance which his volume appears to possess at the present 
time. < 


Andrew Seth. 



THE DEVELOPMENT OF ENGLISH 
METRES. 


T here seem to be many reasons why at the present moment it 
is particularly desirable to make some inquiry into the laws 
and the tendencies of English metre. One cannot read Ihe poetry of 
the day or the criticisms upon it without being struck by the con- 
fusion which prevails with regard to this subject. It is not very long 
since one poet taxed another in the pages of a well-known critical 
paper with inditing metres that were bad, to which charge the 
incriminated bard made answer that he could by no means plead 
guilty. It is quite common for one critic to praise, even with special 
emphasis, versification declared by another to be incapable of scan- 
sion. Verse that is undoubtedly good is often censurei Verse that 
is demonstrably bad is belauded. Sometimes, in the search after 
novelty, lines are written to vary the rhythm, so badly managed that 
the variation is achieved at the cost of the total destruction of 
rhythm, the result being analogous to the result to a drawing of 
deliberately violating the laws of perspective in some conspicuous por- 
tion of it. Poets, again, who handle one kind of metre successfully, 
appear wholly to lose their skill when they handle another kind, 
fundamental questions, such as the existence of quantity>^In English, 
are still unsettled. No one seems to have any notioii} ls to what are 
the tendencies of metre, or if there are any tendencies, or to be able 
to say whether novelty is desirable, and, if so, in what direction it 
should be sought. In the absence of sound and intelligent theory 
there is on one side timid retrogression ; on another, misdirected and 
therefore wasted effort to bring about change. It would therefore 
seem that, under such circumstances, the necessity for inquiry could 
hardly be disputed. We shall find, later, that there are perhaps 
even weightier reasons in favour of investigation. 
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In approaching the discussion of this difficult subject, it is desirable 
to get bold of some facts that are unquestioned. These, I think, 
will, with most certainty, be found in history. This historical 
approach has a second advantage. One of my main purposes is to 
forecast the future ; and to do this, in the case of anything that lives 
and grows, one natyrally, in the first instance, turns to its past. 
With a brief historical retrospect let me therefore .begin. 

There has been impressed on the minds of most of us a vaguely 
— jffBlound sense of the differences that characterise the two periods ,,, 
into which, roughly speaking, European history is divided : the ancient 
up to the fall of Rome, the modern emerging gradually out of the 
gloom of the centuries succeeding that event. Some of these 
differences are hardly as great as we suppose them to be. Others are 
sufficiently' marked. If we were not so familiar with the facts, wo 
might perhaps occasionally wonder more than we do how it is that 
up to a certain date the literatures of Europe — there were only two 
of them to be sure — should have contained no poetry of which the 
metres were not quantitative, while after that date they all, with one 
consent, betook themselves to rhyme. Yet, if we examine the facts 
closely, we sliall not find that the modern departure from ancient 
practice is as complete as at first it appears. In matters political 
and social the history of England soon distinguishes itself in many 
important aspects from that of the Continent. In matters literary 
the same fact may be observed. Curiously enough, the difference, so 
far as I am concerned with it, began with the wholesale introduction 
of Continental influences effected by the Norman conquest. In the 
Continental countries, in Italy, Spain, France, Germany, the lan- 
guage and literature developed, however slowly, without any solution 
of continuity. There may have been retardation, there was no 
break. 

But in England there was a violent break, a period of confusion, on 
one side of which is found a language and literature of a type differ- 
ing widely from the language and literature which ultimately pre- 
vailed. Modem English poetry, as we all know, has not sprung 
from the Anglo-Saxon. The Anglo-Saxon tongue, overwhelmed by 
the NormaH^French, emerged in the struggle only in part victoriously. 

It came up a ne^ language which, simplified in structure, and greatly 
Latinised in vocabulary, had parted with all its earlier literary tradi- 
tions. While the struggle was in progress there could be no litera- 
ture ; so that the Continent, in which a similar disruption had not 
occurred, obtained the start ; and when literature again became pos- 
sible in England, the French poetry had acquired a prestige which, 
helped no doubt by the aUied element in the new language, and by 
political and social influences, made it inevitably the model of the 
nascent insular poetry. Thus we see how it was that rhyme, unknown 
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to the Anglo-Saxons, came into English verse: The French poets, as 
Matthew Arnold observed, were the models from whom Chaucer learnt 1 
his trade, and thus, along with the new semi-French vocabulary, Eng- 
land adbpted the Continental system of versification and the practice 
of rhyme. Possibly, however, owing to the long failure in poetic 
production which ensued upon the death of Chaucer, the rhyming 
tradition became enfeebled. It did not dornhiate literature as it 
might have done haJ there been no interruption of development ; and 
though Spenser took Chaucer as his model and rhymed, the dramatic 
poets were little influenced by tradition. Their poetry was to all 
intents and purposes a fresh national growth ; and the energy of 
their genius, showing itself here no less than in other matters, pro- 
duced and found expression in a metre that almost absolutely rejected 
rhyme. We take the blank verse of the Elizabethan dramatist as a 
matter of course. We hardly realise its significance. All of’ a sndder 
it broke with the traditions of centuries. It departed from the 
practice which had been growing up in Europe ever since the wreck 
of Rome. The practice of trouvdre and troubadour ; of all the early 
singers of France — consecrated in England by at least two great 
geniuses, and in Italy by the splendid example of Dante* — was boldly 
thrown aside. For tlie first time, since the days of Augustan Rome, 
appeared a poetic literature of the highest order, the music of which 
depended, not on the correspondence of similar terminations, but on 
qualities essentially similar to those on which alike Homer and 
Sappho, Sophocles and Virgil relied. 

It is true that for some time rhyme still maintained its footing in 
every kind of poetry except the dramatic. But it was not long per- 
mitted to do so. The independence of Milton’s mind led him to 
claim consciously for narrative and even lyric verse the same liberty 
which the Elizabethans had unconsciously vindicated elsewhere. 
Consequently he has, in the history of English versification, a twofold 
importance. This arises, first, from his practice, secondly, from his 
theory. The significance of his practice consisted in this, that he 
showed the fitness of unrhymed verse for the highest kinds of narra- 
tive, meditative, and descriptive poetry. The ultimate consequences 
of this were very great, but not in Milton’s own timcv^ ^WHile he 
still lived rhyme enjoyed a restoration more triumphart than that of 
the monarchy. For it now became dominant in the drama, in which 
it formerly had been allowed only a humble place, and in every other 
kind of poetry it resumed or retained a complete supremacy. This 
event was due again to the influence of the rhyming Continent. Yet 
while Pope was still alive Thomson wrote “ The Seasons ” in blank 
verse, and Oowper’s later successful use of the measure in his familiar 
style of composition was a still further demonstration of the extensive 
range of its capacities. To its employment as the vehicle of much of 
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the finest poetry written since the end of the last century only an 
allusion is needed. The final result is that of the best English verse 
fully three-fourths are without rhyme. 

A considerable part of this, result must be ascribed to Milton'e 
practical success. His theory has been either condemned or neglected. 
Yet so strongly are tlje tendencies represented in. that theory at work 
in English verse, that they have been steadily , striving to realise 
themselves in spite of all outward repression. T^^ie principal of these 
is undoubtedly due to the quantitative character of the English 
language. Milton evidently believed that his native tongue had 
quantity. But the contrary has been repeatedly aflSrmed, and an 
excellent living poet recently declared that it had been proved beyond 
a doubt by another poet and critic that in English prosody quantity 
had no place. The easiest way to refute this statement is to offer 
practical examples to the contrary. But to bring out the precise 
value of those examples, a few preparatory remarks are needed as to 
the nature of the quantities we may expect to find. 

Quantities in Latin are pretty definitely fixed. Nearly every vowel 
is long or short ; those that are long always remaining long, while 
those that are* short are capable of being lengthened in accordance 
with a definite rule ; that is, by getting a certain number of con- 
sonants after them, two being usually sufficient. This simplicity 
disappears when we come to English. In Latin there are hardly any 
but pure vowel sounds. In English diphthongs abound. In Latin 
the proportion of consonants to vowels is small. In English it is 
considerable. What are the conse({uences ? In the first place we 
have clearly three or more quantities. In the word ‘‘ grot,” for . 
instance, the vowel is short. In “ grown ” it is long. In “ ground 
it is longer still, the increased length being partly due to the vowel, 
or rather diphthong ; partly to the two consonants by which it is 
followed. But it can be still further lengthened by placing additional 
consonants after it : as in “ ground stone.” In Latin you would find 
it hard to get either the diphthongal sound or the combination of four 
consonants. Then we have the complication produced by stress. 
This is said to have been absent in Latin, so that the quantity, com- 
paratively Tsimi)le, was everything. But in English the fourfold 
quantity is playe^ upon by a singularly energetic stress, which some- 
times takes away from the long and adds to the short, so as to give 
the impression that there is neither long nor shorf) except as it 
dictates, while all the time its power is limited and defined. 

All this I shall presently be able to put beyond question by 
examples. But let me interpose another observation. The rules of 
quantity in English having^ never been formally laid down, stress has 
been the main rhythmical principle recognised, and it has been left 
entirely to the poet’s ear to reconcile it with the principle that has 
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had no. recognition. The result is that in EnglisB verse iihe greatest 
extremes are possible, from feebleness to majesty and strength, from 
rugged harshness to the sweetest melody. . Lines, the like of which 
in Latin would be rejected as violating every rule, as not verse at all, 
are tolerated in English, sometimes praised. And while the poet 
dowered with a fine * ear has opportunities of distinguishing himself 
which he would nc^ have in Latin, others not so gifted are allowed 
to put forward as me re what they ought to be told at once Jg not 
metre, what they would, I think, find means of amending if it were 
clearly and absolutely forbidden. As matters are, however, they fancy 
that stress, or the absence of it, can make any syllable long, or any 
syllable short, in accordance with their requirements. Let me now 
produce some examples of this, and let th6 first be chosen from a 
great poet : , . • 

“ That whoso proves kingly in craft I needs must acknowledge ray brother.'* 

The rhythm here is anapaestic. There is no stress 'on ‘‘proves” — a 
monosyllable, of course, has stress or not according to the beat of the 
verse — and “ proves ” is therefore supposed to be short. Is it ? In 
reality, the long vowel, plus the consonantal sounds vz,” make a 
combination which defies shortening. Substitute the comparatively 
short word is,^' and the line becomes perceptibly snioother. Con- 
sider also the word “ must ” where the vowel, in itself short, is 
followed by “ st,” a strong combination. For this word substitute 
can,” and then read the whole : 

“ For whoso is kingly in craft I needs can acknowledge my brother.** 

• 

It will be admitted that the line is now, from the melodious point of 
view, considerably improved. 

Here is another example : 

** No mile-wide-mouthed monster of yours will I marry.** 

The word wide ” here, assumed to be short, is so hopelessly long 
that no absence of stress can shorten it, as it should be shortened to 
scan. Pop mile-wide substitute “ mealy, and the sound becomes 
tolerable. Consider the third line in the following : 

• 

** How we shall prologuizc, how we shall perorate; 

Utter fit things upon art and history, 

Feel truth at blood-heat and falsehood at zero-rate.’* 

This third line is well nigh past amendment, but the following can 
be improred by a slight alteration : 

“He has plagued bjr exactions that proved law’s disgrace.” 

Substitute the short word “ his ” for “ laVs,” and the difference in 
«onnd becomes manifest. 

VOL. LXVI. 8 B 
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Ifc is clear from such examples as these, which from Browning^ 
could be supplied by the page, that quantities in English are some- 
times so obstinately long that they cannot be made short. This, 
however, is not always the case. In the word “ without ” the last 
syllable is certainly in itself long. Yet here is an instance in which 
it is treated as short,: 

** For the moon never beams without bringing dreams.” 

The syllable ‘‘ light ” is treated as short in the following : 

“ They have moonlight and sleep for repayment.*' 

* 

In the second of these lines, although the vowel in light is long, 
as the succeeding word begins with a vowel, the length is reduced as 
much as possible ; the absence of stress does the rest. In the former 
instance it is evident that the melody of the verse would be improved 
if “ out was a really short syllable. Thus, if we read 

• 

For the moon never beams but it bringeth me dreams,” 

it is clear, I^ think, that we have better metre. But owing to the* 
imperfections of English quantity we must continually put up with 
shortcomings of this kind, content if we can get metre as good. The 
most melodious poet will be the one who reduces to a minimum such 
harshness as the language renders inevitable, and refuses to inflict on 
us deliberately such anguish as is caused by the examples taken from 
Browning. He is not, by any means, the only bard guilty of such 
offences. 

The attempt to treat as short syllables that will not be shortened^ 
is the cause of one kind of metrical defect — that of ruggedness or 
harshness. The opposite defect — that of metrical feebleness — is due 
to the notion that stress can lengthen any syllable however short. 
This also can be easily shown. 

“ The proper study of mankind is man.** 

In this line the first six syllables are air so short that, properly 
speaking, there are only four beats instead of five. The attempt to 
get five beats yields a scansion like this ; 

• 

The pro | per stu | dy of | mankind ( is man,*' 

when the feebleness of the first part of the verse begomes apparent. 
Here is another 

“ See mystery to mathematics fly l ’* 

Here, after the first foot, we have again six bhort syllables in succes- 
sion with consequences that are too evident. My next is from a very 
different writer : 
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** And quick | ly make | the en | trance fre«. 

And bid 1 my her | aids rea j dy be, 

And ev* | ry min | strel sound ) his glee, 

And all | our trum | pets blow.’* 

The cause of the obvious poverty of the metre is the repeated weak- 
ness of the quantities. Some writers, like Browning, almost 
invariably err by trying to put too much quantity into a given space. 
Others, like Pope and Scott, who are seldom or never harsh, by 
putting too little, and among the latter class must be included 
Tennyson, whenever his verse is not at its best, as sometimes happens 
in “ In Memoriam.*’ Compare the line : 

“ The secular abyss to come,” 

in which there is not a single strong quantity, with : 

» * * 

Thy voice is on the rolling air.” 

We see4;herefore that the beat of the verse is not always capable of 
lengthening syllables inherently short. Sometimes, however, it does 
this : 

“ And loA^e in which my beast has part.” * 

The short syllable “ love ” is here sufficiently strengthened by the 
emphasis to satisfy the ear. Contrast once more the two following 
examples, in which a short vowel by the same combination of 
consonants, “ &t,” is made long in one case, though remaining. short in 
the other : 

“ The last of all the bards was he.” 

“ Though loved thou forborcs? to grieve me.” 


Here again we find the opportunity for the poet possessed of an ear. 
Guided by that organ ho has to determine, amid conditions 
perpetually varying, the occasion when, by the aid of stress, he can 
defy the quantity, and when he mud respect it if his verse is to be 
enjoyed. 

I have not yet, however, completed my demonstration with regard 
to quantity. I shall best do so by an examination of some of the 
characteristics of one of the greatest masters of Bnglish ^Kietre.. 

In the words of Professor Dowden Mr, Swinburne introduced 
a new music into English poetry. Not that it is quite accurate 
to say that he introduced it. It was there in some measure 
before his time, long before. What he did was to take up a 
style, which former poets had but feebly attempted, to bring it to 
a perfection never before attained, to employ it to an extent 
never previously dreamt of. What is the nature of this new 
music ? It is simply the frequent employment of feet consisting of 
three or more syllables. The great mass of English poetry, whether 
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narrative, dramatio, or lyric, is written in feet of two syllables only, 
having almost invariably the iambic rhjthm. Trochees are occasionally 
used in lyric verse; but, with that slight exception, the iambus 
prevails everywhere. Now, although the great poets have contrived 
unconsciously to get an astonishing amount of variety out of these 
resources, it is evidept that a far greater variety was open to the 
poets of Greece and Home, who had a numl^r of feet at their 
disposal. 

To increase the number of syllables in feet from two to three is to ^ 
double at a stroke our metrical resources. Some feeble attempts to 
use such feet will be found in the “ Shepherd’s Calendar ” of Spenser. 
They will also be found much more successfully employed in some 
lyrics of the Restoration period. But in general they are neglected. 
And Coleridge was the first poet who conspicuously displayed their 
capabilities. He was followed, as is well known, to some extent by 
Scott and Byron. Moore showed great mastery of the new system, 
and so also did other Irish poets of a later period, notably •Mangan, 
some of whose verse, on the metrical side, even Mr. Swinburne 

could hardly improve. Here is an example : 

« 

** No more on a summer day sunny 

Shall 1 hear the thrush sing from his lair : 

No more see the bee bearing honey 
At noon through the odorous air ; 

Lost, lost in tlie thicket so shady, 

The dove hath forsaken his call ; 

And mute in the grave lies the lady 
Whose voice was the sweetest of all.’* 

But it is from the mouth of Swinburne that the new music first 
wells in full flood. Edgar Allan Poe remarks of a certain poem of 
Byron’s, “ the measure is one of the most difficult.” But the measure 
in question is identical with that of Mangan just quoted, and 
Swinburne uses it, with certain variations of his own, profusely, and 
finds no diflBculty at all in it. “ Dolores ” and the Dedication ” to 
the first series of Poems and Ballads are eminent examples. Here, 
however, is a sample of versification even more perfect than that of 
these poems 

“ The Qelds'fall southward abrupt and broken 
To* the low last edge of the long lone land : 

Should a footstep sound or a word be spoken, 

Would a ghost not rise at the strange guest's hand ? 
«««««« 

So long have the grey bare walls lain guestless, 

Through branches and briars if a man make way, 

He shall find no life but the sea>wind’s, restless 
Night and day.” 

Now, to write sacH rdrse snccessfully, it is to be noted that 
accaraqr of quantities must be as closely observed as it is violated in 
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the examples from Browning ; it must be observed far more closely 
than in writing verse of which the feet have only two syllables. For 
the time is quicker, the pace is more rapid ; and, if the road is rugged 
and uneven, the jolting becomes all the more marked ; or, to take a 
different simile, there is all the difference between the old slow dances 
and the modern fast ones — between walking and waltzing. A man 
may do the first cre ditably enough to escape criticism, while in the 
other his awkwardnt'i^a might be matter for serious complaint. 
Browning, for instance, is not always so bad as might appear from 
the samples quoted. These are all in quick time, in attempted fast 
dance movement. When the poet is content witk walking, he can 
make his verse move, if with no special grace, yet with astonishing 
speed and energy. But, under Swinburne’s impulse, English verse 
has broken into a variety of the swiftest movements requiring th^ 
highest grace and skill. Sometimes, as in the “ Ilesperides," he 
gives us a hexameter nearly as light- and swift as the very lightest 
and swiftest of the Iliad,” such as : 

“ Blows from the capes of the past overseas to tlie bays of the present." 

Sometimes he delights our ears with perfect choriambics ; sometimes 
he astonishes with versification, unparalleled in modern poetry, such 
as is found in the choral odes of the “ Erechtheus ” : 

And the pines on the hills were as green reeds shattered ; 

And their branches as buds of the soft spring scattered ; 

And the cast and the west and the sound of the south 

Grew dumb at the blast of the north wind's mouth, 

At the cry of his coming out of heaven.” 

Yet even this poet is not always absolutely perfect, and it may be 
useful to note an instance or two ; take the line : ^ 

“ In glades where the spring half-uncovers.” 

Here the syllables “half” and “un” are both somewhat too long, 
with the usual result. Examine also these three lines : 

‘ The night shakes them round me in legions : 

Dawn driven them before her like dreams : 

Time sheds them like snow on strange regions.' 

The quantities are, if cue is very exacting, somewhat too long, and 
in reading you feel a little as if you were walking through a ploughed 
field. This of course is the rarest possible experience with Mi;. 
Swinburne. What very much worse travelling may befall pne, we 
have already seen. 

I hope I have now left no doubt that q]jantity is one of the most 
important elements in English prosody, '^e language, however, has 
other resources. How do they compare with those of otherMan- 
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guages ? Latin, which has a much more perfect quantity, has no 
stress. But English has stress of a very energetic kind, which 
greatly helps out the quantitative deficiencies. Italian has no quan- 
tity, but it has stress. French- has neither. German, like English, 
has both. But in German the consonants are often so harsh, that 
with English, in this respect so much more melodious, the final 
superiority among modern languages remains. Yet, having this 
superiority, enjoying these superior resourcejf and subject to the 
obligations imposed by them, it has nevertheless also taken on itself 
other burdens ; it has allowed another language, possessed of far 
inferior resources; to impose upon it the law necessitated by its 
inferiority ; it has accepted the unnecessary burden of rhyme. What 
are the consequences ? How is the substance- of our poetry afiected ? 
]SiJ[r. Swinburne, as we have seen, is not only all but perfect in his use 
•of quantity, he is also ono of the most elaborate and careful of 
rhymers, and in the general literary finish and polish of his verse he 
is unsurpassed. It is usually agreed, however, that on the side of 
substance, of thought, ho is less satisfactory. This is significant. 
What is the import ? 

Is it that, having nothing to say, he is able to say it with extra- 
ordinary skill ? Is it that, being troubled by no superfluity of idea, 
he can concentrate himself on expression ? — that, having a capacity 
for spinning gorgeous robes of language, he is exempt from the 
necessity of fitting them to any body of thought having a definite 
outline? There would be a certain amount of truth implied in these 
questions, but not, I think, the whole. It is difficult to believe that 
there is not a large amount of real poetry in the voluminous writings 
of this bard, but the fact that in almost any particular poem that may 
be selected, the thouglit bears but a small proportion to the quantity 
of words that express it, creates the impression that he has little 
thought ; there is too much water to the wine, and although the 
water is many-coloured and sparkling, the defect is but partially 
disguised. Can any explanation be found for this, beyond the mere 
limitations of an individual genius ? I think there can. All verse- 
writing imposes a burden of technique. This, up to a certain point, 
appears' tiT f^bur concentration by causing the rejection of many 
things of minor ^importance, which in unshackled prose could be 
expressed without diflSculty; hence only the more important and 
weighty thoughts are retained. Again, conversely it is the presence 
of these which can alone justify the artificial character of verse. As 
soon as ^ certaiQ 'degree of triviality, of commonplace is reached, the 
mind, of the reader rebels against the artificial element. It has no 
longer a justification, andt^he turns in weariness or disgust from 
much that he would readily peruse . in -simple prose. The point, 
however, at which concentration is most effective for poetic purposes 
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remains to be fixed. ExcesBire concentration implies obscurity, and 
between the Scylla and Charybdis of obscurity and diflTuseness poetiy 
which would take the highest rank must find its way. It of 
course, only a few of the greatest writers who do sO with conspicuous 
success. Of these, again, it is found that the very greatest are always 
fortunate in living at times in which the artificial element of technique 
has attained to ni excessive development. Homer and Shakespeare 
alike have at their <ilsposal poetic metres, which, though of the finest, 
order as regards sound, evidently trammel by no excessive multiplicity 
of rule the faculty of the singer. Yet that the faculty is needed is 
shown by the failure of even good poets to use such metres with 
effect. In process of time, as literatures grow older, the demands of 
techniciue increase, and the consequence of the growing strain varies 
with the individual. One writer, who has not the gift of fluency, 
tends to become obscure ; for the external requirements of art muit 
at all costs be met, and direct simplicity of expression is unavoidably 
and unconsciously sacrificed. Of this class of poet Rossetti is a 
conspicuous example. The tendency of others, on the contrary, from 
whom the ‘‘ full flowing river of speech ” wells more irresistibly, is to 
dilute the idea. Difficulties of metre and rhyme are evaded by 
bringing forward a multitude of words and phrases, from which the 
necessary expressions can easily be selected — the process, as a rule, 
involving much circumlocution, and the presentation of the idea in 
minute fragments, so that twenty stanzas are needed where two ought 
to suffice. 

In other words, the burden of technique laid on the expression of 
poetic idea has become too* heavy to be borne. It has well-nigh 
passed beyond human faculty to triumph over the difficulties entailed 
by literary .polish, by melodious quantities, by exactitude of rhyme, 
while at the same time supplying adequate substance, duly and 
artistically developed, the expression being neither cramped into 
obscurity nor expanded into vaporous diffuseness. It is not surprising 
then that among younger poets there is a tendency, an effort, to 
lighten the load ; but it seems unfortunate that what they seem most 
inclined to throw off is just that long evolving metrical improvement, 
carried at last to such sudden perfection by Swinburne. ‘^•There is a 
confession of defeat, of discomfiture ; a retreat fron\ t ue advanced post 
which poetry had occupied. There is a manifest reversion to certain 
older types of versification j a return to rhythms that are exhausted 
«.nd rhymes that are outworn, 

Siomething, however, must apparently be sacrificed. Shall we ask 
Milton what it is to be ? And if we do, shall we more rationally 
scorn his advice just at the time when tjie force of the rhythmical 
development has become st^ch as almost of its own accord to reject 
*8 an insult the mechanical tag of the rhyme ? Shall we voluntarily 
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linger in the petty region of the more precise jingles, when quanti- 
tative rhythm opens to us its larger and loftier realms ? 

Blank verse, however, exists, it may be said. Is not that sufficient 
in the way of rhymeless metrejs ? I would ask, in reply, why we 
should be confined to one form ? Greece had the tragic iambic as 
well as the hexameter^ Why should we not have rhymeless metres 
composed of three-syllabled feet, with all the variety implied ? Who 
can doubt that one of the reasons why prose has/^ much encroached 
on the domain of poetry is the inadequacy ot existing metres ? I 
believe, too, that this is widely, though unconsciously, felt. I believe 
that for great ‘poetry great metres are recjuired ; that the old metres 
are partly exhausted, partly intrinsically insufficient for modern needs ; 
I believe that modern poetic feeling is seeking for a suitable vehicle 
— large, adequate, and free; and that if it does not succeed in 
finding it In verse, it will end by taking refuge wholly in prose. 

I have endeavoured to show how the tendencies of the English, 
language have not only produced one great rhymeless metre, but have 
even within and beneath the rhymed exterior of the other metres 
developed to an extent which has well nigh rendered rhyme a super- 
fluity. Let file now briefly trace anotlier development^ tending 
from a slightly different direction to a similar result. 

More than three hundred years ago a version of the Bible was. 
given to the English people in what purported to be pure prose. 
It has, however, been generally, though vaguely, felt that, apart alto- 
gether from the poetry of substance to be found’ in it so frequently, 
much of the musical quality of verse has also been present. So 
far, however, as this quality has obtained recognition, it has been, 
usually considered sufficient to describe it vaguely as ‘‘ something, 
rhythmical.’^ It may not be unprofitable to give the matter a closer 
examination. 

Archbishop Trench, discussing the varying values of synonyms,, 
brings forward one example from the Psalms. “ If,” he says, “ you 
substitute * almighty ’ for ‘ omnipotent ’ in ‘ for *the Lord God omni- 
potent reigneth,’ you seriously injure the effect. That this is so is, 
I think, beyond question : but why is it so ? ‘ Almighty ’ is, in 

itself, ju/^t -as -itnpressive and fine a word as ‘ omnipotent.’ ” The 
archbishop did no|p apparently discover the reason, which is simply, 
that “ almighty ” gives a defective rhythm, owing to the inadequate 
quantity of the final syllable. The scansion is : 

** For tho I Lord God om | nipotent | reigneth. 

This satisfies the ear ; but if the short syllable ty is substituted 
for the two short syllables '‘^potent tho sound at once becomes de- 
fective. If any alteration is* made, an equivalent of the two short 
syllables — that is to say, one long one — is required ; and if this ia 
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supplied, it ^ill' be found that the sound at least does not suffer; 
thus : 

'‘For the | Lord God, the | one God | reigneth.’* 

Here, then, we find, is a line of verse so perfect that an alteration^ 
affecting the quantity alone, destroys its impressiveness. Of metrical 
phrases in the psalms many examples could be given ; here is onOi 
more ; 

“ Tlie ^prd | sittcth a ] hove the | waterfloods ; 

Yea, the | Lord sittcth | King for \ ever.” 


»This is mainly a mixture of dactyls and trochees, though it begins 
with an iambus. But it is perhaps in Isaiah that the most striking: 
cases will be found. One chapter opens with what every one at once 
recognises as three lines of blank verse : 

For Zion’s sake I will not hold mv peace, 

And for Jerusalem’s sake will I not rest, 

Until the righteousness thereof go forth 
As brightness.’* 

Here is another example of a different metre ; 

“ Ho ! ev’ry | one that thirsteth | come ye | to the Avaters, | ** 

where the rhythm is Ionic a minore. Here is another, a mixture of 
dactyles and trochees : 

“ Kisc, I shine, for thy \ light is | come, 

And the | glory of the | Lord hath [ risen u | pon thee. | ** 

It will in fact be found that nearly every one of these wonderful 
chapters in the botk of this prophet begins with phrases which are 
as definitely metrical. Whether they would be improved by the 
addition of rhyme, let all decide for themselves. 

That the Bible, both by its rhythm and its poetry of substance, 
has exercised a great and salutary effect on English poetry, can hardly 
be disputed. It has, however, been in the main an indirect effect,, 
owing chiefly, no doubt, to the fact that the sacred nature of the 
writing warned off from direct imitation. The influence, again, alike 
of the Elizabethan practice in drama, and of the Miltohx; pi^otice and 
theory was, as we have seen, completely checked, by the different 
literary fashion which came in with the Bestoration, along with a gross 
corruption in' political and social life. The corruption purified itself 
by degrees, but rhyme, sustained by the prestige of the French, 
literature, held its ground. The gradual revival of blank verse I bave* 
alluded to. It was not, however, until the time of Collins that any 
one dared to write in any other metre ^without rhyme. The un- 
rhymed lyrics of Collins are much more musical than his rhymed 
efforts. But* they found no imitators ; and it yras not until much 
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later that any farther attempt was made in this direction. Nor was 
the success of the attempt, when made, very pronounced. Southey’s 
Thalaba ” and Shelley’s Queen Mab ” are not satisfactory from the 
metrical point of view, because the experiments were not guided by 
any principle. Next we have had the much more successful rhyme- 
less, irregular metres ©f Matthew Arnold, suggested possibly by those 
of Heine. We have also had the unrhymed verses of Mr. Meredith, 
and recently those of Mr. Henley. America hasVitnessed the com- 
plete and striking, if in some measure the barbarous, revolt of 
Whitman. 

If these attempts are closely examined it will, I think, be found 
that those that are least successful fail because, while they reject 
rhyme, they give us nothing in place of it. There is a certain 
amount of truth in Dr. Johnson^s complaint that the music of the 
Englisk heroic line strikes the ear so faintly that rhyme is necessary 
to mark the separate verses. liut the truth only holds when rhythm 
and quantity are defective. Thus, if you merely take some feeble 
and commonplace metre and strip it of its rhymes, it is evident that 
you accomplish little. Nor will you have done much more if you 
merely cut up what is prose in rhythm into pieces of arbitrary length 
and call them verses. Take an example from Matthew Arnold : 

“ Thou standest smilinp; 

Oown on me ; thy right arm, 

Leaned up against t)ie column there, 

Props thy soft clicek.’’ 

The traces of music in these lines are of the slightest. When, how- 
ever, the same writer gives us — in the same poem — 

“ But oh ! what labour, () prince, what pain,*' 

it is manifest at once that we have something most perfectly metrical, 
most delicately rhythmical. Let us look at an example from one of 
Mr. Henley’s not most successful efforts : 

“ Under a stagnant sky 
Gloom out of gloom uncoiling into gloom, 

The river faded, forlorn 

Welters, wanders wearily, wretchedly on ; 

Ye,! in and out among the ribs 
Of the old skeleton bridge, as in the piles 
Of some dead, lake-built city, full of skulls 
Worm-worn, rat-riddled, mouldy with memories.” 

In the first two lines there is a decided rhythm. In the next two it 
may, perhaps, be admitted that one exists ; but it is open to dispute. 
The remaining lines are pure prose. Walt Whitman, in spite of all 
his faults, can occasionally ^ much better : 


“There in the fragrant pines and the cedars dusk and dim." 
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Here is something surely far more musical than many an orthodox 
admired verse, with all the pomp and circumstance of rhyme. We 
may indeed be still far from the standard of the Biblical rhythms ; 
but the significance of these repeated efforts can hardly be mistaken. 
The poets who make them are on the right track ; and had 
Whitman combined with his great gifts a little more culture, had he 
understood more ^clearly the principles that underlay his own most 
successful work, ho would probably have effected a complete metrical 
revolution. He has not done so, and it seems desirable that the 
nature and the limits of such change as is required should now be 
examined and ascertained. We have seen what are the most con- 
siderable of the resources of the Euglish language. It remains, in 
conclusion, to speak of one or two others by which its slight deficiencies 
may be helped out. 

Of one of these, alliteration, it is not necessary to say mu(^. It 
was a striking feature in Anglo-Saxon poetry. In English verse it 
has frequently been used more or less. Mr. Swinburne’s excessive 
employment -of it has tended to bring it somewhat into discredit. 
But there is no reason why it should be discarded. It is- certainly 
effective when introduced cai'efully and not too often. 

Another resource which, though far more important, has hitherto 
gone almost wholly unrecognised, is assonance. Let us give it a 
little consideration. 

Among the literatures which are accorded classical rank, there is 
only one in -which assonance has a conspicuous place. As is generally 
known, that literature is the Spanish. A large amount of Spanish 
poetry is written in assonance, and some of the foremost poets of 
Spain have pronounced it to be adequate to the highest poetical 
requirements. It has, however, been little imitated in other 
languages ; the most important attempts being those of Heine, in his 
pcems on Spanish subjects. While, therefore, with regard to such 
it may be said to have had no influence, its appearance in Spain is 
sudden and was somewhat unaccountable. It could be traced 
beyond the twelfth 'century; for we have the curious fact that 
the authors of such standard works as Sismondi’s “ Literature of 
Europe” and Ticknors “ History of Spanish Literature,"' Apparently 
regarded assonance as a purely Spanish invention. *. That, however, it 
certainly is not. It is found in a literature older by many centuries 
than that of Spain ; one, however, whose claims to be called literature 
have hardly yet been admitted at all — that of Gaelic Ireland. It is a 
fact, whatever the ultimate rank of Irish verse may prove to be, that 
there is in existence a large quantity of it which, as one of its most 
important characteristics, has assonance, *a device^ of which it had 
made *so much more elaborate a use than the Spanish poetry that 
it would be far more worthy of examination on that account alone. 
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It has, however, a second claim on our attention, if it be 
true that from Irish assonance, not only Spanish assonance, but 
the whole practice of rhyme, as known in modern Europe, 
sprang ; * especially if, as some enthusiasts further assert, rhyme 
was not an improvement on assonance, but a -corruption of it 
This is probably an , exaggeration. But it is certain that old 
Gaelic verse was, in sound at least, • very complex and very 
beautiful ; and hence there is at least a presumption, strengthened 
considerably by the example of the independent and less elabo- 
rate practice of Spain, that assonance cannot at all eventa 
be reckoned inferior to rhyme. If this much bo conceded, the 
only point left for consideration would be whether as a source 
of variety, if of nothing more, it could be successfully employed 
in English, and the probability that it could is again strengthened 
by an()thef consideration. Nothing is more remarkable in the 
history of art than the manner in which it frequently renews- 
its vigour by going back to its beginnings, when the impulse that 
has carried it through one series of developments has been 
exhausted.. Again and again it has been found that the germ 
which has actu&lly grown and flourished is only one out of many, and 
that others still retain their vitality, only awaiting the chances of 
favourable soil and sun and air to burst into vigorous growth. If, 
then, assonance was the root from which rhyme sprang, possibly fronir 
the same root another stem may now shoot upwards not less vigorous 
than that which we have long been familiar with. 

Let us, then, consider more closely what assonance is. Briefly, it ia 
nothing more than a variety of rhyme, which regards the vowel 
mainly, the consonant not at all, or comparatively little. 

In other words, it is a more delicate kind of rhyme than that to- 
which we are accustomed. How does it differ from it ? It is easy 
to find a definition which covers all kinds of rhyme. Rhyme is a 
certain consonance or agreement of sound usually placed at the end of 
lines. But the amount of this agreement, required or allowed, is a 
matter in which there is considerable difference in different countries* 
Let us start with the English practice which agrees with the German. 
This reqnircs identity of the vowel sound with variation of the initial 
consonant, if ther^ is one. This variation is, according to English 
ideas, so essential that it is never departed from. You cannot get a 
rhyme from words having different meanings though identical in 
sound. You could not write: 

I saw three bankers sitting in a draught, 

Each carefully examining a draft.” 

Bat in French t]}at would .be perfect poetry. Here is an example' 
from V. Hugo : 

* See Dr. Sigerson’s article on the '* Bevlval of Irish Literature. *’ 
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Ange, qui sur les trois fiis attaches ^ ses pas, 

Kepandait son amour et ne mesurait pas.’’ 

“ Pas ” the half of a negation rhyming with pas” a step. And this 
is done constantly, causing our ears, trained to greater variety, to find 
French rhymes feeble and monotonous. This applies also to double 
rhymes, when two syllables agree in sound. , The English practice 
demands change pf the initial consonant ; the French permits abso- 
lute identity, though it does not enforce it. In German, the^rule is 
the same as in English ; but double rhymes occur very frequently, 
and thus it happens that while in English double rhymes are generally 
thought pleasing, solely and simply because they are‘ comparatively 
rare, in German, where they are of constant occurrence,^ they cease 
to yield any great delight. But still more is this the case in Italian. 
In Italian there is nothing but double rhyme, except indeed when it 
is triple, or when the verse is blank, and the practice of flowing 
absolute identity of sound prevails. Thus you can have such words 
as “ amante ” and “ tremante rhyming ; and to my ear the con- 
tinual occurrence of the double rhyme, even without this close exacti- 
tude, becomes extremely monotonous and fatiguing. We see, however, 
that rhyme in different languages means practically Several different 
things, and when we examine into the Gaelic practice, we only find 
that it is at the extreme^end of the scale from the Italian, beyond 
the English, from which it differs by permitting still greater variety. 

Thus the English rule insists on changing the initial consonant ; 
the Irish rule allows you to change the final consonant also, so that 
there is nothing but the vowel left. Thus, to take an example : two 
very easy Irish words, m6r (great) and brod (pride), or two English 
examples, bone and toll, are perfect rhymes or assonances as they are 
called. I must add, however, that in old Irish verse the con- 
sonants were by no means neglected. It was recognised that some 
of them formed with each other more perfect or agreeable concords 
than others, and for the purpose of guidance there was an elaborate 
and complete classification made. This cannot be given here, bat 
it would probably be found that something similar would be desirable 
in employing assonance in English. There is another point, however, 
in which the Gaelic usage differs most from that of all other 
languages, and it is perhaps in this that its grea^test interest for us 
lies. Bhyme is usually, as we know, placed only at the end of lines ; 
occasionally, indyric verse, it occurs in the middle of them. But in 
Gaelic the assonances are freely used in the interior of the verse, in 
a manner which would with the more close correspondence of rhyme 
constitute an intolerable jingle. It amounts to the principle of vowel 
harmonies, and it is of this usage that Professor Atkinson says : This 

is not rhyme, but sometliing far richer," and admitting of a far more 
complex series of harmonies.” 
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It is easily seen that assonance has thus several advantages over 
rhyme as usually practised. One is that of greater freedom. 
There is something mechanical in regularly placing a fixed corre- 
spondence of sound at the end of a definite number of syllables. 
Frequently it might as well not be placed there at all. It is rhyme 
only to the eye ; for yrhen the verse is read with due regard to the 
meaning the rhyme is not heard ; it never is unless it comes into 
some emphatic position. Theoretically this ought jalways to happen. 
In practice it often does not, so that the trouble of finding the rhyme 
is thrown away. An assonance placed in an emphatic position has 
more effect thaii a thyme placed where it is not heard. Assonances too 
might be nyich used as a mere relief in many cases, English rhymes 
are not abundant. They have seen much service ; many of them are 
quite worn out, and there are some that hardly any poet is now cruel 
enough* to ^ut into harness. Regarded merely in the light of close 
correspondence of sound, some assonances are distinctly better than 
some rhymes that are permitted, and some that are used in defiance of 
prohibition by hard-pressed bards. I remember one case in which a 
critic pronounced a certain song in a certain first volume perfect if it 
had not been for the rhyming of grove ” with love.^’ The critic 
did not notice in the least that the song contained an assonance pure 
and simple, ‘‘ sweetness corresponding with deceitless.” It 
naturally escaped him ; it was much more satisfactory to the ear. 
Are not, to give a few more examples, “ evening ” and “ leaving ” 
better than “heaven” and “even” or “given,” “other” and 
“ lover ” better than “ lover ” and “ rover,” or “ steadfast ” and “ red- 
breast ” as good as “ steady ” and “lady,” “ yellow ” and meadow ” 
good as “meadow” and “shadow”? It would be easy to 
go on. 

It is most probable, however, that the best use of assonance would 
be found in its harmonising and sweetening eflect when skilfully 
employed without fixed rule in the interior of verses. In this way 
it often is already used ; here are a few examples : 


^ “ After life’s fitful feorr he deeps well.” 

“ (jover your heads and mock not Jicsh and blood,^ 


“ * What scourge for jicrjury 
Can this dark monarchy afford false Clarence ? * 
And so he vanish’d : then came wandering by 
A shadow like an angel with bright hair 
Dabbled in blood ; and he shriek’d out aloud, — 
Clarence is qprae, false, fleeting, perjur’d Clarence, 
That Sitabb’d fbe in the field by Tewksbury ; — 
Seize on him, furiee, take him unto torment i ” 
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27ius with the year 
6'easons reiurn, but not to me returns 
Day, or the sweet approach o£ ev’n or morn, 

Or sight of uernal bloom, or summer’s rose. 

Or flocks or herds or At/man face divine; 

But clouds instead and ewer during dark 
Surrouiid^ me.” 

Compare the following, quite unconscious, I am sure, from a living 
Irish poet : 

“And I shall have some peace there, for peace coracs dropping slowi, 
Dropping froiii the veils of the morning to where the cricket sing® ; 

The midnight there a gliromer is and noon a purple glow, 

And evening full of the linnets* wings.” 


The unconscious practice of assonance, then, has already prevailed 
to some extent in English poetry. It is often the secret of the very 
sweetest versification. Why should it not be consciously employed, 
its possibilities ascertained, its laws investigated ? The htrehgth of 
all English metre is its quantitative rhythm. The greatest English 
poetry has relied on it only ; but other portions of English verse 
literature have, througli foreign example, added rhyme, a practice 
which, whatever its advantages, has tended to distract attention from 
the qualities that are really essential to good verse, 3.nd to prevent 
‘the evolution of. varied quantitative forms. It is not necessary to 
suppose that rhyme is to be banished. But it is just possible that 
we might ultimately learn to do fairly well without it, or at least to 
restrict its use, finding both greater freedom and finer sound in 
<|aantity sweetened by assonance, in assonance strengthened by 
quantity. Should this be the result, we shall only be returning to 
one of the oldest and greatest examples in all literature. The versi- 
fication of the “ Iliad” is quantity sweetened by assonance. If any one 
wishes for decisive proof, let him turn to the passage describing the 
arming of Agamemnon, at the beginning of the eleventh book. I 
may quote a few lines of it : 


“ Tj 3’ eJTt jxtv VopyCi /i\o<rv/)Wjr4S 
Aetpou dtf)KOfi€VTj, Trepl di 8cifi6s re re. 

T^s 5’ dpyvpeo^ Tt\afiu}P fjv avrap iir’ aoroD' 
Kvaueoi i\€\iKTO dpdKojp, fcc^aXat oi ijeav 
Tpcfs djutfniTTpe^ees, ivbs avxtpos €KTre(f>vinai 
Kparl 5’ iir djj.(pi<pa\op Kvvei}v Biro T€Tpa<pd\ inor 
' iTTTrnvpip’ Ssii’bp db \6<pos KaOijrrepOep * 

EiXero 5* d\Kipa dovpe bucj KeKOpv6p.bva. xciX/cy 
"Otea* T7j\c St aMffnv oUpavov daio 

Adiitr' ivi 5’ iydovwTjvav AOrjpairj tc KaV'iiprj 
jSao-tX^a voXvxpvaoio 'MuKiiPrjs. ” 


There is no mistaking the presence of assonance here. Bat it 
occurs in continually varying amount thioughont the poem. In the 
“ Odyssey,’’ strangely enough, there is much less of it, and the quality 
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of the verse is inferior in proportion. Snohi at least, it appears to 
me. I cannot discuss the point further here ; but it may prove to 
possess an interest with reference to matters remote from the subject 
in hand. With regard to the “ Iliad ” there can be no doubt. It is 
possible, however, that the exceeding prestige of this example may 
be held to place it wholly beyond the reach of imitation. If this 
should be the case, is there not the Gaelic example also ? Too humble 
this, pfrhaps? Can the august poetry of England condescend to 
take a hint from the Cinderella of the West ? ' It is true that there 
is a branch of English-writing poets who might be supposed anxious 
to take the hint. Irish writers would certainly have left their mark 
upon Engl^h literature, should they be found to have taken a con- 
spicuous part in the creation of a body of metres having in them the 
promise of the future, rich with unexhausted possibilities. But it is 
to be feared that, in spite of much that might lead one to form an 
opposite anticipation, Irishmen are indisposed to present their ideas 
to the world in any but the latest, the most fashionable, English 
garb. Therefore, perhaps, Englishmen, who have more self-confidence, 
will make some experiments to encourage them. Should the experi- 
ments fail, my 'countrymen will have been spared the trouble of a 
fruitless effort ; in the event of success, they can then, how much 
less laboriously, follow in the beaten track. 

William Larminie. 

Note. — With reference to Browning’s versification, the letter published in Mr. Col- 
dingwood’s “ Life of Ruskin,” which I did not read until after the foregoing article had 
passed into the hands of the Editor, is of much interest. The poet energetically 
maintains, against Mr. Ruskin’s criticisms, that the word ** fold-skirts ” is a tro-chce. 
It evidently is, if stress alone is taken into account ; but the quantity of the second 
syllable clearly makes it a very bad tro-chee. Browning could not see this, and 
apparently always acted on the principle of making stress override all quantitative 
<;onsiderations. 
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T he Report of Mr. Courtney’s Commission is a State Paper of 
unusual importance : it is clear, statesmanlike, exhaustive, and 
conclusive. It is one of those well-matured schemes# which finally 
solve some difficult problem, which leave nothing but details to be 
added, and make serious opposition impossible?^. It is not a party 
manifesto, nor does it show any trace of prejudice or bias. It sticks 
closely to the exact terras of the reference ; it goes directly to its 
point in the spirit of a responsible Minister about to meet Parliament ; 
and its ultimate conclusion is plain, practical, and comprehensive. 
The result is that it has been received by sensible men of all parties 
as an adequate and final solution ; and except for the murmurs of 
the Old City — which the 'Commission was appointed to eliminate — a 
general consent is arrived at that the question is now authoritatively 
settled. 

The Commission itself is a rare example in these latter days of a 
Royal Commission that really effects a practical purpose which would 
not easily be effected in any other way. It was of workable size ; it 
was impartially constituted ; it fairly represented the rival interests 
and the two political parties ; it was managed by practical sjjatesmen 
and public servants ; and it reported conclusively \\’ithin a year and 
a half. As the absurd Labour Commission was an object-lesson of 
all that a Royal Commission should not be, so the London Amalga- 
mation Commission was a lesson in all that a Royal Commission 
should be. The Government were unusually fortunate in securing 
in Mr. Courtney a public man of the front rank outside their own 
party who was thoroughly fitted for this complex task, who was sure 
to bring an independent mind to bear on ill problem full of exaspe- 
rating controversies and jealousies. Mr. Courtney is the ideal 
VOL. LXVI. 3 c 
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candid friend” of politics, who, with “ robust” frankness, dealtf out 
home truths to friend and foe impartially, so that he reminds us of 
the judicious missionary in the Cannibal Islands, of whom his converted 
congregation said : “ He gave us so much good advice that we were 
obliged to put him to death.” The Old City and the Old Tories may 
be (metaphorically) thirsting for Mr. Courtney^s head in a charger, 
but he has done a public service with masterly completeness; and 
his old friends will recognise in the careful, judicial, and yet emphatic- 
array 6t arguments pro and con throughout tbe text of the Report, 
the practised hand of a great publicist. 

The Report is a rare example of a definite scheme, unanimous and! 
unqualified, in which the competing views are weighed as in the elabo- 
rate judgments delivered by a Court of Final Appeal. A commission of 
five — two being representatives of the Old and the New London, two 
being officials from the great provincial centres of Liverpool and Bir- 
mingham, and the chairman being a politician of front rank — was- 
the ideal tribunal. The representative of the Old City was instructed 
by his clients to withdraw from the Commission so soon as it was 
settled that the Commission intended to do that which they were 
directed to do. He took no further part, and made no minority 
report. The Commission then proceeded with unanimity and despatch. 
The Report is a definite administrative scheme, requiring nothing but 
the labour of the draftsman to transmute it into a Bill, aud nothing 
bub Ministerial initiative to pass through the House of Commons, if 
not into law. How much better is this than a mob of “ experts,”" 
busybodies, and professors, pleased to be addressed as trusty and 
well-beloved ” subjects, pouring out at the public cost a torrent of 
undigested nostrums, and aimlessly allowing “ corner-boys ” from the 
universities and paragraph-writers from the journals to air their 
impertinences or their fads ! This is what is too often the end of a 
Royal Commission. It is refreshing for once to meet Royal Com- 
missioners who know their own minds, and who see their way to 
offer the Government a practical and definite scheme of reform. 

The Commissioners had referred to them a single and definite task 
— “ to consider the pvoper conditions under which the Amalgamation 
of the Ci^ an^d the County of London can be effected, and to make 
specific and practical proposals for that purpose.” They very rightly 
understood that this reference assumed “ that such an amalgamation 
is desirable if it is practicable.” This assumption was not admitted 
by the City solicitor, who, with his witnesses and friends, retired 
from any part in the Commission. There can be no doufct that the 
remaining Commissioners took the only course open to them under 
their commission. And public opinion, without regard to party, has 
abundantly supported the detention that the Amalgamation of the 
City and the County of London is desirable if it is practicable.” 
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Fortunately the Report has shown that it is perfectly practicable and 
almost obvious. So that henceforth it may be taken that the isola- 
tion of the Old City is no longer an arguable policy even to ardent 
political Conservatives, 

The Report begins by very clearly setting . forth the double 
problem, left in a chaotic state by the Municipal Corporation Acts 
of 1835 and 188'2, and the Local Government Act of 1888 : a 
problem unsuccessfally attacked by the Royal Commissions of 1837 
and 1853, the Select Committees of 1861, 1866, 1867, and by the 
London Government Bill of 1884. The Old City had been strong 
enough to obstruct its reform under the General Act of 1835, 
from which it was expressly excluded. The very magnitude of the 
task prevented a settlement at that date. Of all the unreformed 
Municipalities in the kingdom, London in 1835 presented the most 
glaring instance of inadequate area and obsolete constitution. " And 
for nearly sixty years the Old City has maintained its position as an 
antiquated municipal Alsatia in the midst of this mighty Metropolis, 
partially modernised by tinkering legislation, the last timorous ejffort 
of which was in the Act of 1888. The Commissioners, therefore, very 
rightly understood that the task before them was to apply the Act of 
1835 to London in its double purview — (1) the extension of area ; and 
(2) the reform of its constitution. Both sides of the problem have 
now been exhaustively solved in the Report. There is nothing now 
but the will of Ministers and the decision of Parliament to delay the 
formation of an organic and symmetrical municipality for the whole of 
London assimilated to the best models of municipal government. 

The first part of the problem, llic eMension of area — i.e,^ the sub- 
stitution of the real City of London for the fossil Old City — is so 
plain that it needs to be stated only to be solved, and the Act of 
1888 left it practically settled in everything but legal form. The 
Old City of London has an acreage of 671, whilst the real City of 
London has an acreage of 74,771 a ratio of -89 against 99*11). 
And the night population of the Old City is 37,705 against the night 
population of the real City of 4,194,413 — a ratio of *90 against 99T0 
— though it must be admitted that the night population of the 01d< 
City is no real test and may properly be neglected. I^oV the'Actof 
1888 constituted the administrative county of Loudon the 
London County Council including the Old City) as a single area, 

» having an acreage of 75,442, or 118 square miles, and a population of 
4,232,118. This will be obviously the new City of London — a county, 
of course, as was the Old City — but with a municipal and not a 
county organisation. That is to say, the Old City is fused with the 
county, whilst the County of London becon\es the City of London. 

A much more difficult question remains‘in the constitution of the 
reformed City, which cannot be assimilated to Birmingham Q' 
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Glasgow, in consequence of its enormous size and population, and the 
complexity of the jurisdictions established within it. The county of 
London comprises a population greater than the aggregate of the 
next fourteen towns of Great Britain taken together : it contains 
eleven different co-ordinate jurisdictions with ten distinct and different 
areas. But, vast as it is, London requires not a county organisation 
but a town organisation. The task of the Comfraissioners was, as 
they say, to apply to an area, called a county; but really a town, 
now endowed with an elementary form of government, the dignity 
and completeness of tlie highest form of municipal life.” On the 
other hand, there must be local bodies as well as central bodies. 
** London is really one great town comprising within itself several 
smaller towns.” To organise this enormous town mass into a single 
qity, to distribute its local government to the proper local bodies, to 
utilise and co-ordinate the existing local bodies, and to vitalise the obso- 
lete local institutions — was the intricate task set to the Commission. 

It is admitted on almost all sides to-day that the Commissioners 
have solved the problem in a statesmanlike way with a definitive 

• scheme. The City of London will now bo the historic City plus the 
London County Council : elected in the same way as the Council, 
triennially by the widest suffrage. They recommend that the 
electorate should be that of the Jjocal Government Act of 1894 ; and 
Tthey suggest that the members for the Old City (which has a rateable 
value of nearly one-eighth of the whole — £4,100,798 against 
£28,998,515) should have eight members of Council instead of four. 
If this were adopted, the Council of the City of London would consist 
of 122 councillors and 20 aldermen — an addition altogether of five 
to the existing County Council. And they properly propose that the 
^distribution of members to districts should be subject to periodical 
revision under the sanction of the Local Government Board. The 
‘Report proposes that the reformed City of London should succeed, 

• except in details, to all the powers, privileges, and functions of the 
historic City and of the County Council ; that the new Council 
^ should elect a Lord Mayor from the citizens of London ; that he 

• should have the same rank, and be admitted by the same ceremonies 
(let us 'trust £his does not mean a Lord Mayor’s Show in perpetuity, 
but of course it leaves it open); that he should be the titular 
(but not the acting) chairman of the Council ; that “ he should 
exercise and enjoy all the personal rights, offices, dignities, and privi- 
leges which belong to the Lord Mayor of the Old City by custom, 
charter, or law.” The Commissioners do not agree that the Lord 
Mayor should be Lord Lieutenant and Custos Eotulorum ; but they 
would empower the Council^ to appropriate such sums as it thinks fit 
for the expenses of the office. Practically, so far as concerns the 
pBrsonml of the new Municipality, the Commissioners simply take the 
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Lord Mayor and his office cn hloc^ make him elected by the Council, 
the representatives of the entire body of 4,232,118, in lieu of the 
37,705, and open his office, not to the aldermen in rotation, but to 
the citizens of (new) London at large. It would be open to us to 
call to the civic chair of this mighty city Lord Rosebery, Sir John 
Lubbock, the Duke of Westminster, or JolAi Burns. The only 
serious change proposed is that the new Council should have a Town ' 
Clerk, a salaried permanent officer, as head of the staff, in lieu of an 
elected member of the Council. And in this the Commissioners 
have shown undoubted wisdom. 

The real crux of the problem, and the side of it wherein the 
Report most decidedly exhibits its statesmanlike decision, is the 
question of co-ordinating the new corporation with the subordinate 
local authorities. The wise principle is laid down “ that everything 
possible should be done to maintain the strength, authorty, and 
dignity of the local bodies of London.” Everything is to be left 
to the local authorities that can be administered by them with 
equal efficiency ; even leaning, in case of doubt, to the h'cal bodies. 
And this wise principle is worked out in detail in the Report. The 
Commissioners in effect continue to the New Council all the powers 
and duties now possessed by the County Council over the whole 
county under the Act of 1888, and also all the powers and duties 
possessed by the old Corporation and the Commissioners of Sewers 
within the Old City. At the same time, they suggest that some 
reconsideration should be given to both classes of functions, in order 
to ascertain how far any of them can be well exercised by local 
authorities. And the now City of London would also succeed to such 
general powers of the Old City as relate to markets, bridges, and the 
port of LondonI . In effect, the new reformed Corporation would have 
all the powers, duties and functions, property and rights of the 
London County Council plus ‘those of the Old City Corporation — but 
subject to some trifling adjustments of detail, and subject to considera- 
tion of transferring some of these pow(?r8 and duties to local authorities. 

■ The most arduous adjustment of all, that between the new City 
of London and the functions and property of the Old Corporation, 
has received elaborate discussion and settlement in tfie Report. In 
these pages it will be impossible to go into the intricate dealing with 
accounts, the assets, debts, revenues, and charges of the Old City — 
all the more that the Corporation formally withdrew from giving any 
evidence or assistance to the Commissioners, who were left to public 
documents and to outside informants to make up the City Budget. 
But the able work of Mr. Gomme, statistical officer of the London 
County Council, and other witnesses,^ enabled the Commissioners 
to make for themselves that financial statement of the City’s 
treasury which the Corporation se unwisely and perversely withheld. 
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Most persons will be astonished to learn that the Old Corporation, 
which is popularly supposed to be in possession of vast resources, has 
so heavily encumbered them, and has incurred a municipal debt on 
such reckless and unexampled terms, without a sinking fund, that the 
surplus of revenue over obligations is very doubtful indeed. If the 
Old City were now coftipelled to secure its debt by the obligation for 
repayment, like other corporations, it would havb a sorry balance 
to show. The net revenues of the markets, about £120,000 per 
annum, would barely suffice to discharge the debt (£2,66i,000) upon 
them. The bridges are in much the same condition. The general 
estates of the City are said to produce a net annual revenue of 
£160,000, with a charge on them of £780,000 of debt. The Old City, 
if not bankrupt, as has been loudly asserted by financiers who have 
minutely studied its position, will be able to show hardly any 
revenue, clear of all liabilities. Such as it is, the Cominissiopers 
propose that it should be transferred to the new City of London 
together with Guildhall, Mansion House, and the City schools, but 
saving some small recoupment in respect of local charities and 
foundations. 

In the absence of full official information, at present withheld by 
the Old City, it was not possible for the Commissioners to frame an 
exact Budget under their amalgamation scheme ; but there is little 
ground to hope that, when all is settled between the Old and the 
New London, there would be any appreciable relief to the 
ratepayers, perhaps a deficit of a halfpenny in the £ ; and this hope 
is still further diminished by tlie precarious nature of the receipts 
from markets in the control of the Old City. But whether the City 
in strict liquidation will be able to show a trifling surplus revenue 
or a deficit, it is plain that its property, revenues, lights, and obli- 
gations must go to the New City for better, for worse. An elaborate 
scheme of adjustment is worked out in the Eeport, with the fore- 
thought and ingenuity that may be looked for from the high repu- 
tation, as a financier, of Mr. Courtney, and the great official experience 
of Lord Farrer. 

Having dealt with the questions of property of the Old City, the 
Kepoit examines in turn a series of subordinate questions, such as 
the management df institutions and foundations, the representation 
of the City in various foundations and trusts ; all of which would 
naturally pass, under the existing conditions and with the actual 
powers, to the New London, and would continue without breach of 
sequence. So, too, the Lord Mayor of New London would succeed 
to all the ceremonial functions of the historic Lord Mayor, so as to 
maintain in the future <tll the useful and many of the stately 
traditions of the past — sed qumre , . if this involves the Gog and 
Magog business ? And amongst these privileges would be the right 
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oE access to the Sovereign, and the presentation of petitions at the 
Bar of the House of Commons. Little need be said about the re- 
commendations of the Commissioners as to the officers of the Old 
and New City, as to sheriffs, ma^strates, law courts, liverymen, 
the customs of London, ecclesiastical patronage, and the Irish Society. 
None of these details offer any real difficulty. " They are all treated 
tn the Report in a' practical and eminently conservative spirit, making 
no essential change, and adjusting the old to -the new without frihtion or 
innovation. The sheriffs would be appointed by the New City under 
^jhe Act of 1882 ; the Old City would cease to be a county ; and the 
Mansion House and Guildhall Justice-rooms would ultimately become 
Metropolitan police-courts. The Report recommends that the Recorder 
of London should be appointed, as in other boroughs, by the Crown, 
that obsolete courts and offices should be abolished, that “freemen/' 
ehould cease, and that the “ customs of the City of London ’ can 
show no reason for their continuance. 

With regard to the City police a far more debateable question 
arises. The London County Council proposed that, on amalgamation, 
the City police should be transferred to the new Corporation. With 
this proposal the Commissioners do not agree. They point out the 
obvious advantages of having the police of the Metropolis under one 
management. It is plain that the general question of the manage- 
ment of the metropolitan police as a whole, lay entirely outside the 
reference to the Commission. It would have been in * the highest 
degree improper for them to offer a gratuitous opinion on an Imperial 
question. They say, with undeniable force : “ With whom the control 
of the police of London, as a whole, should rest, it is not for us to 
discuss ; but we can only say that, so long as it remains under the 
Imperial Government, the police within the area of the Old City 
should form part of it.” Moderate and thoughtful men will assuredly 
agree with the good sense of this conclusion. The question of 
transferring to the Council the control of the police of the Metropolis 
(with an area that extends into five other counties, and is more than 
six times as large as the county of London) is a question that remains 
for Parliament ; it is one which lay outside the scope of the Com- 
mission ; and it is to be hoped that any scheme of amalgamation will 
not be burdened with this highly explosive problem. As a personal 
opinion, the present writer sees the strongest reasons for supporting 
the views of the Commissioners. He cannot surrender his belief, 
which so often separated him from his former colleagues when a 
member of the Council, that the control of the police of the Metropolis 
must continue in the hands of the Imperial Government, as it is does 
in other countries. . • 

When the amalgamation is completed the Old City will be simply 
one of the local authorities of the City of London. Its constitution 
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will be that of a mayor and council of seventy-two members, without 
aldermen ; the new governing body being elected, as elsewhere in the 
Metropolis, under the enlarged franchises of the Act of 1894. The 
Old City thus transformed into the first local authority within the 
New City, the other local authorities would follow on the same lines. 
Of these the Commissioners find nineteen parishes ready for their 
scheme ; and they suggest that in each of these CcJuncils might be at 
once instituted with the privilege of choosing mayors. This notion 
of many co-ordinate district mayors within one single great City is 
new to Englis)i policy and ideas ; but it is common enough in such 
cities as Paris, and it seems a simple and reasonable suggestion. In 
this, as in other proposals, the Commissioners maintain their view 
that it is “ important for the sake of the dignity and usefulness of 
the local bodies, whose status should be enhanced as much as possible, 
as well as for the sake of the central body — where a continuous 
increase of work may be expected, requiring relief from needless 
administrative detail — that no dul ies shall be thrown upon the central 
body that can be equally well performed by the local authorities.’^ 
And they throw out the suggestion that in many things the central 
authority might frame bye-laws under which the local bodies should 
work, and thus “ some of the functions now administered directly 
by the central authority might safely be entrusted to the local 
authorities.*^ 

No one having a competent knowledge of the facts can close this 
masterly Report without a sense of the thoroughness as well as the 
judgment it displays. Here is a scheme ready to a Minister’s hand, 
which, except in details lying outside the reference, forms ample 
instruction for a comprehensive Bill, yome matters may need to be 
added, a few may possibly be re-considered. Such points as the 
lieutenancy of the county, the arrangement of law courts, may 
require further development and examination; and the relation of 
some sanitary or social administrations, the Asylums Board and 
other organisations of the kind, may have to be included in any final 
legislation. But these are details that can offer no difficulty to 
experts, and wl\ich will in no case lead to any active public agitation. 

In giving full credit to the Commissioners for the skill and com- 
pleteness with whifch they have solved a very arduous problem, it 
must not be forgotten how very ample was the assistance they 
received from the elaborate scheme of reform submitted to them on 
behalf of the Council. The Council appointed a special committee 
(with the vice-chairman of the Council as its chairman) to prepare a 
scheme which was printed on January 31, 1894, Any one who com- 
pares the Report of the Commission with this sketch of “ Proposalfci 
for Amalgamation,*’ together with the admirable speech of Mr. 
Dickinson, the Deputy-Chairman of the Council, in support of the 
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“ Proposals ” (March 13, 1894), will see that, in effect, the County 
Council put a well-matured scheme into the Commissioners’ hands. 
So far as the constitution of the New London is concerned, the Beport 
adopts the “ Proposals,” almost in the same words. Of the forty-nine 
heads of the “ Proposals,” nearly all are accepted with very slight 
modification. The New Corporation, its nam(j, its constitution, are 
adopted in the Report, except that the Commissioners suggest that 
the Councillors of the Old City should be increased from 'four to 
eight. The name, functions, and privileges of the new Lord Mayor 
are adopted verhcdim^ except that the Commissioners decline to recom- 
mend him to be Lord Lieutenant ; and they recommend a permanent 
town-clerk in lieu of an elected deputy-chairman. The powers and 
duties of the New Corporation are identical in both schemes ; and, to a 
certain extent, the problems of property and finance. In constituting 
the Old City as a local authority, the Commissioners prcceec" iuainly 
on lines of their own. But with regard to the County organisation, 
the City Courts, freemen,” find ofiScers, the two schemes run entirely 
‘‘on all fours.” The “Proposals,” in truth, of the County Council 
were worked out with great care and judgment by men who had not 
only a thorough grasp of the law, but also an exhaustive knowledge of 
the whole details of the problem. And the Commissioners in the 
main accepted these proposals, and they make them their own by 
conclusive reasoning and minute research into all their bearings. 

The Government, the Council, and London may alike be congratu- 
lated on at last having secured a solution of the municipal problem so 
complete and obvious that it cannot be long delayed. And London 
has at last, after sixty years of expectation, obtained all that it could 
fairly demand, in the way least adapted to rouse the jealousy or to 
hurt the legitimate pride of the Old City with its eight centuries of 
historic memories. 


Fuederic Harrison. 



THE ‘future government OF LONDON. 


C ONSIDERING the importance of the issues, the Report of the 
Royal Commission appointed to inquire into the best means of 
etfecting the amalgamation of the City and County of London is 
singularly brief. The Commissioners have taken a most practical 
and definite course, and almost every line and word of the Report goes 
direct to the points at issue with a lucidity and conciseness which 
could not be surpassed. There is no argument as to why the City 
and (bounty should be amalgamated. With almost merciless precision 
the Commission start from their mandate and never go behind it — 
not even when they are tempted to do so by the action of the City 
Corporation and the member of their own body who represented the 
City. Paragraph succeeds paragraph with the inexorable logic of a 
problem of Euclid, so that, granted the premisses, the conclusion is 
inevitable, and must appeal to the most partial reader as the ablest 
statement of a most intricate and involved problem. 

For the purpose of legislation nothing could be more desirable. 
Whether the Report is sufficient for the purpose of bringing the sub- 
ject home to thp public, with its prejudices, ignorance, and indiffer- 
ence, is another matter altogether, and a matter which, of course, did 
not concern the Cohimissioners. In examining the Report, I propose 
to look at it from the point of view of the general public, to consider 
some of the most obvious reasons why the object in view is practically 
settled by the history of London itself, and to state the case from the 
side of those who draw their conclusions from the love they bear to 
the ancient City, and the interest they take in the moderil City. 

In the first place let me state shortly what the Commissioners 
actually recommend, using as nearly as possible the words of the 
Report. The following is a summary of the proposals : 
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1. That the government of London mast be entrusted to one 
body exercising certain functions throughout all the areas covered 
by the name, and to a number of local bodies exercising certain 
other functions within the local* areas which collectively make up 
London. 

2. That the central body and the loc^tl bodies should derive 
their authority as representative bodies by direct election. 

3. That the functions assigned to the central bcJdy and 
to the local bodies should be determined so as to secure com- 
plete independence and responsibility to every member of the 
system. 

4. That the whole area of the present administrative County 
of London should in future be the City of London, and should be 
a county by itself. 

5. That the governing body of the [new] City of London and 
its electors should be incorporated under the name of ** The 
Mayor and Commonalty and Citizens of London.’* 

6. That this corporation should succeed to the present Cor- 
poration of the old City and the London County Council. 

7. That this corporation should consist of 122 councillors and 
20 aldermen — that is, 118 councillors elected for the areas con- 
stituted by the Local Government Act, 1888, for the County 
Council, together with four additional representatives for the 
present City ; and 20, instead of 19, aldermen elected also under 
the provisions of the Local Government Act, 1888. 

8. That the head of the new corporation should be Lord 
Mayor, who is to succeed to all the actual and traditional privi- 
leges of the Lord Mayor of the present City. 

9. That the area of the old City should elect a council, to take 
the place of the present Commissioners of Sewers, and that the 
head of the council should be a mayor. 

10. That certain local areas, 19 in number and specified by 
name, should be at once reformed so as to fall into line with the 
government provided for the old City — that * is to say, should 
elect a council, instead of a vestry or district board, with an 
elected mayor as its head. 

11. That the remaining local areas, not ready by reason 
of their complicated system of government, or by their smallness, 
should, by a properly considered scheme, be reformed and placed 
on the same footing as the old City and the 19 local areas above 
named. 

12: That the powers and duties of the present Corporation, 
of the present County Council, and certain of the powers of the 
present Commissioners of Sewers, should be vested in the new 
corporation, subject to modification in some special matters. 
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13. That the City Police should be transferred to the Home 
Office until the whole question of the Metropolitan Police shall 
have been settled. 

14, That certain administrative duties now exercised by the 
County Council should be transferred to the local authorities, 
and that increaiJed powers of making bye-laws and acting in 
default should be given to the new corporation. 

*15. That certain charities and trusts administered by the 
present Corporation should be transferreS to the Council of the 
old City.^ 

16. That the property of the present Corporation and of the 
County Council should be vested in the new corporation, subject 
to the payment of an annual sum for the keeping up of the 
, institutions transferred to the Council of the new City. 

These are practically the recommendations of the Commission, and it 
is clear that they are comprehensive and capable of lAeeting the 
problem to be solved. The solution, as the Commissioners point out, 
undoubtedly hinges round the City of London. Few cities in the world 
have had such a glorious history as London ; but unfortunately it is 
on the appeal to history that much of the modern misconceptions have 
arisen. It is said, and said rightly, that anything which would 
interrupt the flow of that history, anything which would tend towards 
getting together the materials for the final chapter of that history, 
would be a disastrous and irremediable mishap. There is, however, an 
extremely important question to ask and to answ'er before it can be 
suggested that the amalgamation of the City and County of London 
would result in any such a catastrophe as this. That question is, 
What are the people and what is the territory which have contributed 
to make the history of London what it is ? 

I answer this at once by the simple statement that at no time in the 
history of London has the real London consisted of the square mile now 
governed by the Corporation. Without going too deeply into the 
archasological evidence which exists to support this view, it is necessary 
to have before^ us in a succinct form an outline of the facts of 
the case. * 

London, it is v^ell known, was the Eoman city of Londinium. 
Connected by the magnificent system of roadways with the rest of the 
Eoman world, London rapidly increased in power and size — a fact 
which it is interesting to note is even now testified to by the name of 
one of the City parishes, St. Martin’s Pomeroy, the latter word being 
undoubtedly the Latin pomerinm^ and indicating the open space 
outside the earliest city, which was later on included within the walls 
of the extended city practically conterminous with that which we know 
so well. Now beyond the ponicrium every Eoman city had a 
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territorium — open land, that is, all round which was cultivated and 
used for the benefit of the citizens, and probably worked by their 
slaves. That the territorium of Roman London was the same as 
the later county of Middlesex has been suggested by so good 
an authority as Mr. Green, and it is borne out by many interesting 
facts connected with the formation and naming of that county under 
the Anglo-Saxons. How this territorium fared under Anglo-Saxon 
rule is not quite certain, but what is tolerably certain is that when 
charter and record history once more begins we see the citizens of 
London claiming and exercising privileges in the county of Middle- 
sex which were certainly not the privileges of a city which had cut 
itself pff from the shire in which it was geographically situated. For 
the most important factor in this evidence we are indebted to the 
researches of Mr. Horace Round. He points out clearly that the con- 
dition of the City, when it was a part of the county of Middlesex rnd 
subject to the ancient shire organisation, is still traceable ; that the 
establishment of the corporate character of the City under a mayor was 
the outward sign of the communal development ; but tliat even under a 
mayor London was never constitutionally separated from Middlesex. 
The detailed evidence for these facta is extremely Interesting and 
entirely incontrovertible, but it is too long to be given here.* Suffice 
to say that the jurisdiction of the sheriff of London over Middlesex 
is derived from the original jurisdiction of the sheriff of Middlesex 
ovOT the City, and that only in terms of modern expression has 
this important constitutional fact become obliterated. As so often 
happens in historical research, there are a few accidental records 
found amidst the mass of more formal documents which illustrate, 
by a vivid and almost momentary flash, the interest of this part 
of the subject to a modern inquirer. I will give three examples of 
what I mean. Thus, Henry III., who was no friend to London, had 
to approach the City for permission to grant to the Abbey of West- 
minster certain privileges in Westminster which, however, the City did 
not grant; the king in 1257 entered London, and the mayor and 
citizens went forth to salute him, not at the City gates, but as the 
usage is, says the chronicler, at Kniwtebrigge, our present Knights- 
bridge; in 1385, “ Sir Nicholl Brembre was chosen liiaire’ ageyne be 
the said craftes and be men of the centre at Hano,/e and the centre 
there abought and not be fre election of the citie of London, as it 
owith to be ; and the old halle was stuffed with men of armes overe 
even, be ordinaunce and assente of Sr. Nicholl Brembre, for to chuse 
hym maire on the morwe : and so he was,” No doubt, according to 
good City opinion, Sir Nicholas Brembre was a traitor to his order ; 

* Consult Mr. Round’s valuable appendix in his Geoffrey of Mandeville.*' Dr. Sharp, 

In his recent interesting book on ** London and the Kingdom,'* objects to Mr. Hound’s 
coaclasions, but he gives no argument against them. 
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bnt how came it^ we may now ask, th^the had the jibweif 6i calling in 
the assistance of voters ?iom‘the country r^ftn^abchitj and £ow was 
it that he was elected by their means ? We have the fact before hs 
without the explanation, and it affords an example of how constitutional 
history is sometimes illustrated by forcible twists from the ordinary 
currents. • 

So much, then, for what recorded history tells us on this point. London 
and Middlesex have not been constitutionally separated as is commonly 
supposed. First, as the civitas and temioriiim of Eoman times ; then as 
the area of a shire organisation ; then as in the firim and under the 
jurisdiction of bne sheriff ; finally, in certain ceremonial and electoral 
purposes, the outer London, north of the Thames, at all events, has 
always been intimately related to London » government. Of course, 
these glimpses into the past do not help us much beyond the region 
of sentilneUt, but in the matter of bringing the City into touch with 
its surroundings so much is made of the independent position it has 
always been supposed to hold, that it is well to draw attention to the 
fact that history does not entirely support this view ; and in my book 
on ‘‘The Village Community,” I have treated this subject at somewhat 
greater length.* 

It is, of course, obvious that unrecorded facts only continue and 
confirm the story of the intimate relationship of the City to outer 
London. The City of London in its early mediaeval days always had 
a hand upon Southwark ; there was always Westminster as the actual 
seat of government, though London was nominally the capital, and 
received all the advantages of that position ; there was always the 
Thames and its rights — three very important elements in the connection 
of London with outer London, In its later and modern days the 
facts are still more patent. The square mile of City, occupied almost 
exclusively by merchants and mercantile premises, is only a possibility 
because of the territorium round the City. It is “ outer London,” 
as it has been so foolishly and erroneously called, which has helped 
to build up the City, which has brought about the magnificent rental 
of over four millions per annum for the property situated therein — 
“ a rateable value,” say the Commissioners, “ out of all proportion to 
its size ” — whicH has housed the citizens, provided its labour market, 
given it the finest ^gtail trade in the world. It has done more than 
this even, great as such service must undoubtedly be reckoned, for it 
has given it money year by year without control and without 
complaint. 

This fact is worth a little attention, perhaps, because it will illus- 
trate from a financial point of view what has already been proved 
from an historical point of view. The City iA the market authority 
for London. As such, it has had during the past forty years, at all 
events, the control of several important markets, two of which are now 
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situated iu or^t^r Londcm. T^ese ma^ljfipta.have brought in, a magni- 
jScent revenue, which ifaay 'be estimated as follows : 

. £28,000 
. 112,000 
8,000 
24,000 
4(;,000 

£218,000 

We are not concerneu at present to inquire what becomes of this 
income, but with the simple fact that it does come into the pockets of 
the Corporation from the markets. No one will, of course, pretend 
that th^se rentals, tolls, stallages, and fees are not paid indirectly by 
the consumers, that the consumers are for the greater part the 
inhabitants of outer London, and that, but for the close connection 
between the City and outer London, such rentals would not bo possible. 
On this point, however, it will be well to quote from Mr. Kemp^s 
valuable evidence before the Commission. He says : 

“ They, or at least some of tliem, notably Billingsgate and the Central 
Meat Market, are not municipal markets at all. It is not ^their object to 
supply food to the inhabitants at a reasonable distance from their homes, 
in the most direct manner, and therefore at the most moderate prices, and 
in quantities convenient and suitable to the needs of the purchasers. They 
are great wholesale businesses, vast commercial enterprises carried on for 
the supply, through middlemen, of the demands not only of the metropolis, 
but of a large part of England, and oven foreign countries. Both Mr. 
Coldnoy, the City lleraembrancer, and Mr. Scott, the City Chamberlain,, 
stated in their evidence before the Royal Commission on Market Rights 
and Tolls in 1887, with apparent satisfaction, that meat and fish are supplied 
from the Central Mejit Market and from Billingsgate to an area of perhapa 
a hundred miles round London ; and fish, at any rate, is supplied from 
Billingsgate to Paris, Nice, Cannes, IMentone, and other places in the south 
of France. The Corporation professes that it confers great benefits upon 
the whole metropolis by its management of the City markets, but it doea 
not provide municipal maikets at all, such, for example, as those of Berlin, 
but has used its practical monopoly to » establish vast centralised exchanges 
for wholesale dealing in marketable commodities. It may be that this is a 
good thing to do, provided that the other and primary duty is not left un- 
performed ; but even in that case such a course is only defensible if the 
whole of the profits arising from it are fairly and openly devoted to the 
benefit of the inhabitants at large.” 

• 

Now, shortly as it has been necessary to state these elementary 
facts concerning the area which is known as the City, they will suffice,. 
I think, to serve as an answer to the question with which we set out. 
When one speaks of London as the capital of the Empire, of ita 
wealth and its people, and its greatness, its place in the world's 
history, and its place among the cities of the world ; when one com* 
pares it with Liverpool, Birmingham, Manchester, or Glasgow, with 
Paris, Berlin, or New York ; when, in popular parlance even, we 
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speak of it as the modem Babylon, we are comparing and speaking 
of London as a whole — the City of London and its suburbs, if you 
will, but the square mile of the ancient City certainly and distinctly 
not. 

With this close connection between the City of London and its terri- 
toriiiin of outer Jjondoq clearly established, what can be the reasonable 
view of the long history of misgovernment which has marked their 
relationship in the past and of the demands for a true system of 
government which comes before Londoner^ at the present time? 
There is the City of London Corporation on the one side and the 
County Council on the other — the first with a history of some 800 
years, the second with a history the roots of which began just as 
long ago, but which has only now been fully recognised: The 
City Corporation has missed its chances over and over again, has 
neglected the magnificent heritage which lay at its gates and growing 
steadily more important, has finally dwindled down to the miserable 
position of an owner of property merely. The County Council has 
come into existence to put corporate life into the possession of over 
4,000,000 of fiondon peojde, to give them for the first time a cohe- 
sion and a common purpose, to wipe out the word suburban once and 
for ever, and to write the proud word of London in the heart of every 
citizen. 

There are few things more painful than the history of the 
deterioration of the City Corporation. To owe its present existence 
to its property and not to its duties, works, and functions is an 
anachronism which probably no other country in the world except 
long-suffering England would have tolerated for a decade. Examin- 
ing the pages of the “ Liber Albus,” the “ Eeraembrancia,” and 
other published records of the City, one can feel and appreciate the 
position ' it held up to the period of the Tudors. Its municipal 
functions were important and numerous. Its early Building Act, its 
provisions for good scavengering, its organisation to prevent fires, its 
power to assist in the moral well-being of its citizens as witnessed by 
the long struggle with the Crown upon the introduction of the pro- 
fessional theatres, its numerous trade regulations, although they do 
not conform ib modern ideas of good municipal government, did 
constitute municipal government, and were no doubt commensurate 
with the requirements of the period. But where are all these early 
powers and signs of municipal life ? By the Act of 7 Anne the City 
allowed the Crown to take out of its hands the duty of providing proper 
sewers ; by its weak surrender of 1609 it let slip the duty of providing 
the town with good water, though it kept fast hold of the conduit 
•estate which it acquired for the carrying out of this municipal pur- 
pose, and it now devotes tte revenues derivable from this estate, not 
for the municipal purpose of water supply, but for purposes which 
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have long ceased to be considered municipal ; in 181 0 it lost its old 
powers of lighting the City ; by the Act of 1857 it lost control of its 
magnificent river ; by a series of legislative enactments during the 
past half-century it has let slip into other hands every power, every 
right, and every duty which would have made it municipal even for 
its limited square mile. There is no city in England subject to the 
absurd dual control which exists in the City of London, and so we 
have the nuserable spectacle of the mother of all municipal privileges 
in England ceasing to be itself municipal and sinking down to 
the position of a manager of citizen property with which it certainly 
upholds civic splendour and hospitality, but does scarcely anything 
else. As Mr. Kemp has summarised the points in his evidence 
before the Commission : 

“ It thus appears that the Corporation of London have lon)^ sirce dit - 
continued the active exercise of the powers and duties ooniiocted with 
almost every matter which is commonly regai*ded in modern times as 
specially belonging to tlie province of municipal government -the providing 
of water and gas, the construction and maintenance of sewers and drains, 
the paving, lighting, watering, cleansing, and improving the streets, and all 
those important municipal functions which are now classed# under the com- 
prehensive title of Public Health. The one real exception of any import- 
ance is the City Police. The markets may appear to be another exception, 
and certainly the management and control of the maikets of London might 
be, and ought to be, an important branch of municipal administration ; but 
enough has already been said to show that the Corporation of London ttike 
a somewhat archaic view of their rights and duties with regard to markets 
and look upon them rather ns private franchises than as municipal institu- 
tions, as sources of revenue rather than as public conveniences.” 

This is the spectacle within the City. Without, the story is one of 
a prolonged struggle for that very municipal power which the City 
was parting with, and which it was losing not only for itself but for 
all London. The history of the ‘‘City” of Westminster is instructive in 
this issue; The history of almost every parish goes much upon the 
same lines. The local Acts of Parliament which have been passed 
during the past two hundred years are significant landmarks in the 
history of London local government. Rating enactments, paving, 
formation of new streets, prevention of nuisances, water supply, and 
many other duties, all have their place in these local enactments,^ and 
it is impossible not to contemplate the struggle which these Acts of 
Parliament mean in each parish without admiring the persistency with 
which outer Londoners fought their way to something like local 
government. The Metropolitan Board was not a local institution. 
It was a unique experiment which failed as a machinery for govern- 
ment for one sufficient reason — ^namely, that it never represented 
anything which the people knew or undeifstood in local government. 
The County Council of London is a local institution. It takes rank 
with other county councils which form the second grade in importance 
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and position to the national council, and it has therefore appealed to 
the people, and in this particular we do not think the Commissioners 
have quite realised the realities to be derived from the future develop- 
ment of county government. It has been the fashion to sneer at the 
County Council as a creation of yesterday. It is nothing of the kind. 
Counties are the sucdessors of the ancient shires, and the shires had 
councils long before there was a city council or' a borough council. 
The re'storation of the popular form of government to the shires and 
counties within the last few years is therefore but a reversion to the^^ 
most ancient form of local government in England; and to have 
carved out a new county, consisting of the parishes and places which 
fall naturally into a common drainage system, is an act of statesman- 
ship for which London cannot be too sufficiently thankful. That 
.county once having been formed, however, it is idle to speak of it as 
a mere creation of yesterday, of no more significance among local 
institutions than any one of the innumerable special boards and 
commissions which have usurped the functions of local government for 
so long. It is not the London County Council which has been 
created by the Act of 1888; it is the County of London which was 
created, carved out of three older counties, and to this county so 
carved out there falls naturally the system of government which 
belongs of right and by ancient custom and privilege to all counties 
and shires in the country. There is no room for paltry sneers at 
recent history in this fact, and it would be well for Ltadoners to 
understand and grasp its significance at once. This is not the place 
to dwell upon the long series of facts whicli make up the history of 
county government in England ; but there is no more certain fact of 
history than that the supercession of the old shire moots by commissions 
of peace emanating from the Crown was an act which, however necessary 
at the time, could only remain a temporary form of government if 
Englishmen retained their old love of self-governing institutions. 

When, therefore, the subject of amalgamating the City and County 
of London is approached from the historical and practical point of 
vieWj many of the current objections to it fall to the ground. The 
City of Lon^n has never been entirely separated from the county 
of Middlesex until the Act of 1888. llythat Act it became separated, 
it is true, from tie ancient county of Middlesex, but it became joined 
in a spec^l manner to the newly-formed county of London. It is 
not independent of the county of London to anything like the extent 
it was of the county of Middlesex. In drainage, fire brigade, 
improvements, and many other important administrative matters, the 
City of London is governed by the County Council of London. And 
the question simply is— why should it not be so governed for all 
purposes alike, and why should not the effete Corporation of the one 
square mile become the living' corporation of X18 square miles of 
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territory and four millions and a quarter of people ? Very little 
public comment, has been made hitherto about the barrier which the 
City Corporation has set up between itself and the county outside, 
- but the absurdity of any longer maintaining this barrier may be 
easily tested by assuming the equal right of the county outside the 
City setting up a barrier between it and the City. This would mean 
that the citizens would have to provide their own system of drainage, 
their own fire brigaYle, and many other services, and we can cbntem- 
plato the perfectly justifiable outcry if such absurd municipal selfish- 
ness were tolerated for even one year. Of course, the thing is an 
impossibility, but this only heightens the absurdity of the converse 
whicli is a possibility, and would remain so as long as Londoners will 
calmly put up with it. The supporters of the City have recently 
taken to set out the sums which it pays to the general London purse, 
but they significantly say nothing as to the services which are rendered 
for these sums — services which it is not ranking too high to put them 
as being commensurate with the very existence of the City. The 
City must remember that it has already suffered from plagues, and 
from at least one great fire, and it can possibly understand that its 
sanitary condition, and that of every parish outside its walls, is an 
essential factor to its own life. 

If in history there is nothing to indicate why amalgamation 
should not happen ; if the same kind of thing has become an accom* 
[)li8hed fact with all other groat municipalities- — Liverpool, Bristol, 
and Glasgow being typical examples — there is certainly nothing in 
the state of the City Corporation from a financial and administrative 
point of view to prevent it. Let us consider what the expense of 
administering the affairs of the City really is. There are, first, the 
City Corporation ; secondly, the Commissioners of Sewers ; thirdly, 
the Board of Guardians ; fourthly, the Wardmotes ; fifthly, the over- 
seers of each of the 112 parishes into which the City is divided, 

I hitting a year’s expenditure together, the following is the result : 


The jUky Corj -ora lion . 

£ 

Less, roceij)ts iu aid . 

21)9,000 

Com mission Cl'S of hewers 

:i79,800 

. * 20 : 5,000 

Board of Guardians 

112,(500 

Wardmotes ..... 

0,200 

Overseers of the 1 1 2 Parislics 

17,800 


i:770,«»00 


To this must be added the amount annually due upon loans which are 
not now being repaid by the City Corporation, which may be estimated 
at £122,000. Therefore the total charge for governing the City square 
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mile under the present system is presumably the goodly sum of 
£892,000 per annum. Now it has been already pointed out that the 
rental value of London is abnormally high at £4,150,000, but even 
upon this valuation a rate of 45.. 3d. in the pound would be required 
if the ratepayers had to meet the whole of this expense, as they do 
in all other parts of l ondon and in most other cities and boroughs. 
But when it is compared with other administrative areas the 
figures reveal a state of things which shows that the City not only 
owes to its property all its modern fame for cplendid hospitality, but 
much of its freedom from very serious criticism. For the purposes 
of such a coniparison, we must add to the above sum the charges of 
the central authorities having powers over the City — namely, the 
County Council, the School Board for London, and the Metropolitan 
Asylums Board. These may be put at £307,000, and this is exclusive 
of the charges incurred for ec|uali8ation of rates under the Common 
Poor Fund and through the County Fund. This total expenditure 
represents a rate of 5.9. 9d. upon the present valuation of the City. But 
if the City valuation were upon the same footing as that of St. George 
Hanover Square, the expenditure would be equal to a rate of 12.9. llfZ. 
in the pound j if upon the same footing as that of Kensington, it 
would be equal to a rate of 29.9. lid . ; and if upon the same footing 
as, say, Lambeth, the expenditure would be equal to a rate of 67s. 
in the pound. It only requires a statement of the case to see that 
no corporation could command the sanction of its ratepayers to such 
a rate of expenditure as this, and it becomes a question whether, if it 
is for the square mile only, it is justified to the ratepayers even 
though they do not pay it. Do the citizens of the City, that is, get 
the value for this expenditure out of citizen property ? — a question 
which is pertinent to the present subject, because by just so much as 
the citizens lose by the present application of their money is the 
Corporation condemned — condemned, that is, either as incapable 
administrators or as administrating for others what should be for the 
citizens only. 

But this way of putting the case suggests two very important 
considerations which any inquirer is entitled to take into account at 
this stage : fitfst, whether this City expenditure is economical apart 
from the purposes^for which it is applied ; secondly, whether the pur- 
poses for which it is applied are really City purposes. 

It is always invidious to call into question a system of expendi- 
ture in order to test its value from an economical point of view, but 
I shall not offend in this particular beyond purely financial techni- 
calities if I confine my criticism to one feature of the City finance — 
its loan capital. For this purpose 1 will take a single example, the 
Tower Bridge. It is the most recent of the City undertakings : a 
definite sinking fund is provided ; it is a charge against an afiluent 
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trust administered by the Corporation and not a charge, except col- 
laterally, against the Corporation estates, and therefore, for all these 
reasons is a fair and reasonable example. 

The Bridge House Estates, by the -Act of 1885, were charged with 
the then existing debt upon Southwark and Blackfriars Bridges, and 
with £750,000 for the new Tower Bridge. The Corporation borrowed 
immediately £1,060,000 for these purposes, and in 1892 they borrowed 
a further sum of £134', 500. This method of borrowing is opposed 
to the ordinary economy exercised by most public authorities, and the 
table on the following page exhibits the financial extravagance of the 
City Corporation when dealing with the trust moneys of the Bridge 
House Estates. 

The calculation in both cases is on the assumption that the loan is 
repaid in 50 years from the raising of the first instalment. The 
debentures issued by the Corporation in 1886 were repayable by 
annual drawings in 30 years, but the repayment hitherto in any one 
year only amounts to about of the debt. 

The £134,500 was raised as an ordinary City loan, and is repay- 
able in 1907. The rate of interest on this portion of the loan is 
per cent., but 34 per cent, has been taken for the whole loan, as 
the short period of this portion of the loan would account for its 
lower rate. With these details, stated so as to avoid misconception, it 
would appear that the system of raising loans adopted by the City in this 
case involves the payment of interest amounting to £996,641 
whereas on the ordinary system it would be . , 935,473 

or a loss in the 50 years on the City’s system of . £01,168 

This, it must be again stated, is a particularly favourable example 
of the City method of loan transactions, as by the various Stock 
Kxchange operations with their unexpended balances, they gained a 
considerable sum. Other examples are too preposterous to bear 
examination, because they do not contain any provision for the re- 
payment of the loans, the consequence being that markets and other 
revenues are being charged with interest on loans which were 
borrowed at dates ranging from 1852, and which called from one of 
the Commissioners the following very caustic remark w/ en examining 
one of the City’s chief witnesses, who had declared that the Cor- 
poration of London is not an ordinary local authority ” : 

“ I (lid not pay they, were ; they are a very extraordinary authority, })ut 1 
ask why they should be exempt from the ordinary obligations of a local 
authority as regards finance particularly.” (See London, August 30, J«n4. 

Without, therefore, going further — and let it be understood that it 
is possible to go much further — it must be conceded that the method 
of finance adopted by the City Corporation is not ah economical 
* system, not one sanctioned by the rules which govern all municipal 
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finance in the kingdom ; not one which is conducive to good results 
to the property of the Corporation itself. 

We now turn to the second test — namely, whether the expenditure 
is in reality for the City area. Evidence upon this point was given 
before the Commission, and I may summarise this part of my argu- 
ment from that source. 

The purely City purposes for which expenditure is incurred are as 
follows : 


Dwellings for the Poor 

Mayor^s Court 

City of London Court 

Borough Court, Southwark 

Mayoralty 

State and Civic 


Guildhall and other Buildings 
Monument 

Receptions, Honorary Votes, &c. 
Almshouses 

Freemen’s Orphan School 
Police ; 


while for County purposes the expenditure is as under : 


(i.) Services concurrent with those 
of the County C’ouncil : 

Criminal J ustice 
Sheriffs 
( ^ovoner 
Magistracy 

Weights and Measures 
Lunatics 
Reformatories . 

Petroleum 

(ii.) Services of similar nature to 
those of the County Council ; 
Bridges 


Parks and (3pen Spaces 
(iii.) Services whose range of in- 
fiuenco is beiyond the City area : 
Markets 

Market Approacht^s (Leadenhall) 

Port of London 

KducatioU' -Gresham College 

City of London School 
City School for Girls 
School of Music 
Technical Education 
Library, Museum and Art Gallery 
Royal Exchange. 


And when it is remembered that the County purposes absorb 74 per 
cent, of the total expenditure, it will be gathered what an important 
subject the Commissioners had to discuss when they took in hand not 
only the facts of the City’s ancient history, but the facts of their 
modern position in the midst of London as revealed by such prosaic 
evidence as that supplied by their audited accounts of receipts and 
expenditure. 

It will be seen at once how singularly this fits in with the other views 
of the question. Historically the City has no claim tu separate itself 
from the London outside its walls ; actually, it cannpt "o separate itself ; 
financially, it does not separate itself, for it not only draws revenue 
from outer London, but it spends money upon objects which are in 
common with outer London. In no sense, therefore, can it be said 
that the City Corporation administers the affairs of the City area, or 
the funds of the City area. It steps into county affairs just where and 
when it chooses — it chooses, for instance, to pay for a part of 
the expenses of the City Police, and* it causes thereby a loss to 
the ratepayers of the whole of London in respect of the grant 
from Imperial taxation, and a benefit to the ratepayers of the 
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rest of England ; it stops short just where and when it chooses ; it 
cripples itself financially by not participating in the credit which 
London as a whole enjoys for all its loans, and not following the loan 
system imposed upon and carried out by every corporation in the 
United Kingdom. H causes a dual system of government in the City 
itself, the Commissioners of Sewers being the real municipal authority 
in most matters, the Corporation being the authority only in matters 
of justice, police, and markets. It causes a^dual system of adminis- 
tration in the County of London in many matters as set forth in ^ 
Mr. Charles Harrison’s statement presented to the Commissioners. This 
state of things is neither common sense nor productive of any good to 
the community at large. Dual government means dual administration 
and dual cost in almost every direction, and it sometimes means mucli 
more than dual legal expenses. It also means that the one authority 
which can act on the mandate of the electors is checked in many 
directions because of the resistance afforded by chartered rights ol' 
immense value and importance, which are interpreted to apply to the 
square mile and not beyond. The case of the markets is the most 
flagrant and the most obnoxious. Four millions of people are to stand 
aside in this matter while a few wholesale merchants reap all the 
benefits of the markets belonging to the Corporation, and in this case 
the Corporation exemplify to a degree that is startling in its naked 
truth the fact stated above, that in the principle of picking and choosing 
just exactly where they will step into county affairs and where they 
will not, they adopt no policy which is governed by a higher motivt 
than the interest of the moment. 

I cannot pretend in this short survey to have done more than 
touch upon the salient features of this most important subject. Not 
on© but several articles would be required for an exhaustive treatment, 
and other writers will in duo course no doubt take up other aspects 
of the subject — for and against the principle of unification, I have 
endeavoured to state the case moderately, and to prove it by an appeal 
not only to facts and necessities, but to history and sentiment. 1 
believe that all these elements are on the side of unification. The 
Commissioners in their lleport have applied themselves to the practical 
side only, and witJj;i singular moderation in their statement of the case. 
The time is ripe for a friendly and conclusive settlement of a question 
which has been more or less in the minds of most prominent Londoners 
since 1835, and we may yet see that the present Corporation of 
London may rise equal to this occasion, as its predecessors have risen 
in the past equal to many vital occasions, by lending its cordial aid to 
a mutual understanding with all London, so that the incoming Lord 
Mayor of the old City may* hand on his chain of office and hii un- 
broken record of mayoralty to a successor who shall rule over the real 
London. 

, lir. LAUiiENCfi GoMMJi:. 



PEACE AND THE QUADRUPLE 
ALLIANCE. 


T he widening and deepening apprehension of an impending 
catastrophe which lies over Europe like a gathering storm- 
cloud, a brooding anxiety which is startled at the sligh^test change in 
the political condition as the possible signal for a debacle — this 
is the dominant element in the politics of the day. Will there be 
peace ? Will there be war ? are questions which start to the lips of 
every man of business wlien he meets a statesman, as of every states- 
man when a move is made on the chess-board of Europe — a check to 
a king or the loss of a knight. What will be the consequence of 
the death of the Czar ? has probably been asked millions of times 
since the bulletins from Livadia began to darken unto death. And 
statesmen and journalists, bankers and investors, go about saying to- 
each other “ Peace, peace,” when they know there is no peace before 
us, but the probability of the most dreadful war humanity has ever* 
witnessed, a war which may change the face of Europe and the con- 
dition of the race. A million mothers live in an anxiety which has 
no assurance for their sons who must be in the ranks, and the 
industry of the earth halts while forges and shipyards ring with the 
eager blows of labour that hastens to its own, and its workers’, 
destruction. The accumulated debts of Europe, excluding the minor 
Powers which may escape another war, is over four milliards of pounda. 
sterling, of which the far greater part has been spent in preparing 
for, and learning the lessons to be put into practice in, the coming 
war, to which all previous ones will probably prove only the intro- 
duction. And still fleets are building and armaments, new and’ 
terrible, preparing, feverishly, with the deep conviction that the issue* 
of the coming conflict, when it comes, will be fatal to some of the* 
Governments engaged in it. We are continually being told that)- 
VOL. LXVI. ^ 3 E 
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nob(3dy wants war, and that therefore war is improbable, but no 
responsible statesman believes one word of that. The belligerent 
resources of all the States in Europe are bding strained to bursting, 
to meet an improbability ! We are living in the most colossal and 
incredible fool’s paradise that was ever invented. Every available 
able-bodied man in Eftrope is being employed to keep the peace! 
And we live in a perpetual vive, knowing in our hearts that the 
most trivial frontier incident, a complication in the. Balkans, a rising 
in Egypt, or a blunder in diplomacy, may loosen and start the 
avalanche. « 

One oflEers us the consolation that “ wars are so short now,” but 
every indication points to the contrary anticipation. The war of 
1870 was short, because one of the antagonists was unprepared and 
the other ^^erfectly prepared. That of 1878 was not a long one, 
because all of its object that was worth fighting for was attained, 
and because England at the last moment intervened. But now the 
whole of Continental Europe has been preparing for years, and the 
old antagonists of 1870 are armed and prepared from head to foot, 
with the certainty that all the other great Continental Powers are so 
far involved tKat the war once begun must become general, while the 
terrible armaments which are looked to to shorten a conflict will only 
develop caution and delay. The rapid marches and overwhelming 
victories of the Franco-German war are no longer possible anywhere ; 
slaughter may be great, but there is no reason to believe that there 
will be much initial advantage on either side ; sieges will be long, 
and movements hampered by complicated defences, and the only hope 
of brevity lies in the awful alternative that the deadly execution of 
modern armaments will so reduce the efBciency of the armies that the 
cannon will cease for want of food for powder. But the highest 
probability is that the war will be long and exhaustive, exhaustive of 
wealth and of human life ; of the finest results of civilisation, as of 
the resources of future progress. 

The first results of such a struggle, prolonged, would be a general 
bankruptcy of all the Powers involved. Without a long, gradual, 
and systematic, development of the art of taxation, and a counter- 
adaptation of industry and economy, the increased burthen of taxation 
could not be endtrred by any European people. In the valuable work 
of the Italian statistician, Bodio (*• Budgets of the European States ”), 
the expenses of the armies and navies for the year 1887-88 are given 
as follows : — France, 993,482,027 fr. ; Germany, 797,549,957 fr. ; 
Austria-Hungary, 439,520,697 fr. ; Russia, 998,855,111 fr. ; Italy, 
428,554,823 fr. This is for the two groups of Powers which will 
probably compose the hostile factions. England, as an element whose 
value is to be determined by the position she decides to take, adds for 
the same year 648,600,532 fr. to the sum, making a total of nearly 
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five milliards of francs, or £200,000,000, to keep the peace,” What 
will it cost to make war ? And what nation, except, perhaps, England, 
will be able to bear the financial burthens which are the necessary 
outcome of such a peace and such a war? • Do not let us deceive 
ourselves — the struggle between the Triple Alliance on one side, and 
France and Bussia on the other, is likely, nay certain, to be a long 
jind wearing one. The inevitable result will be that the whole able- 
bodied population will be drawn in, first as combatants, and afterwards 
iis tax-payers. In the meanwhile the doctrines of socialism and 
labour-rule are filtering through the armies and the populations, even 
in peace, and will do so much more rapidly in war. Ever since the 
wars of the French Bepublic it has been seen that huge armies, 
especially those which are raised by conscription, are schools of 
democracy and the doctrine of equal rights ; and it requires no gift of 
prophecy to see that such a struggle as may be anticipated? with tho 
popular ferment already at work all over Europe, will throw political 
control into the hands which now carry the burthens. The machinery 
can be started by a very weak hand, but no one knows whe^’e to look 
for one strong enough to stop it. The war will end in social 
revolution, and windfall republics. • 

As everybody knows, the point of highest friction at which the 
flame is most likely to be kindled is the question of Alsace-Lorraine. 
As things now stand, there is no other European question which can- 
not be amicably adjusted by the concession of non-essential conditions, 
but here there is no compromise possible. France, in an aggressive 
and unprovoked war, hoping to gain two provinces, lost two, and can 
submit neither to the loss nor the humiliation. Such a casus belli 
admits of no composition, and Europe must bleed to satisfy French 
(tmour-propre. As the forces to be arrayed against eacli other are 
nearly equally balanced, and tho point of honour forbids either to 
yield except before the ultima ratio gentium^ the only hope of a com- 
position and of the much-needed disarmament, is to make such 
accessions to one or the other side as will render the contest a hopeless 
one for either from the outset. The only realisation of this hope 
which I can conceive would be the accession of England to the Triple 
Alliance, forming a Quadruple Alliance on the basis of the main- 
tenance of peace. But no Power of the three already enrolled has a 
greater interest in the ultimate success of that Alliance than England 
herself. The victory of France and Bussia over it means simply the 
exclusion of England from European afiairs, and the renewal of the 
domination of Europe by the bitterest enemy England has in the 
world. There is no use in disguising this fact — at the bottom of all 
French antipathies and resentments lies raqkling the ever implacable 
animosity towards England. Those who have the advantage of 
neutrality and disinterestedness, with a knowledge of French public 
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opinion, know this to be so: France would to-morrow forego her 
quarrel with Germany to unite with her in the overthrow of England. 
And as the victory of Russia is implied in that of France, the result 
would be the division of the old world between the two, and a ruin 
BO complete to England that Assyria and Babylon must be alluded 
to for a simile ; for her egotistic isolation in the critical moment of 
European affairs would leave her without a friend on either side, and 
her richvis would be the bait for every measure of greed. As England 
has no ambitions to be gratified by war, but ^nanifold interests which 
demand peace, there ought to be no division of opinion as to her ^ 
policy, except as to the path by which to direct it. 

The paths are two : a frank entry into the Triple Alliance, making 
it a Quadruple one, or a hard and fast alliance with Italy, which 
shall so strengthen her and enable her to maintain her land defences 
at the ’netessary height of efficiency by the reduction of her naval 
expenses as to make her position reasonably secure. The reasons for 
preferring the former are many — chief among them is the fact that 
the contest is now being carried on by Prance through a financial 
war in the hope of ruining her poorer antagonists by an unendurable 
expenditure. The accession of England, permitting the central Powers, 
to reduce their own expenses, would compel France, if she would keep 
up the struggle, to increase greatly her naval expenses ; and the com- 
petition becomes hopeless when the resources of England enter in. 
And as the struggle, when it comes, must be mainly fought out 
between France and Germany, of which the former is England’s 
most dangerous enemy, and the latter, say what we may, is England's 
best friend in the present phase of European affairs ; to strengthen 
the position of Germany is dealing with the malady at its roots. 
There will be those, however, who would reconcile themselves more 
easily to the alternative of the Anglo-Italian Alliance, and if this be 
considered as the concomitant of the Triple Alliance, enabling Italy 
to fulfil more completely her duties in that alliance, the effect would 
be ultimately the same, and morally is identical. But an Anglo- 
Italian alliance, such as has lately been advocated by an Italian 
statesman, under a thin veil of anonymity, is an absurdity, useless to 
Ithly and entHngling to England, wdth very questionable results in 
any case. So long as Italy, alone or by her alliances, is not able by 
a rapid contr oJ[fensive to defend her territory against any land force 
that can be brought against it, England’s assistance to a passive and 
territorial defence of the shore-line is mere mockery. ‘ To maintain 
the control of the Mediterranean while a French army was marching 
on Turin and Milan, and from thence to Rome if necessary, and 
while Italian troops were, immobilised b^ the exigencies of local 
defence, would be to make war like school-boys. Italy in her 
present military condition is so unready to move with the necessary 
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rapidity, and consequently so helpless, that without the support of 
England by sea and of the central Powers by land, she would be in a 
few weeks at the mercy of France, and compelled to accept any 
conditions of peace which Paris might dictate. And the question of 
an alliance with Italy is one which has several sides, and is not so 
favourably supported by the precedents, especially as long as some 
Italian diplomats and generals openly maintain the policy of 1866, 
Mcl of sham deirwiisiratiom while a mediation is secured and the con-- 
ditions of peace are already settled, with the enemy. 

A late writer in the Contemporary Review lamenk the want of 
cordial co-operation between England and Italy as if England had 
but to move in the matter. It is true that a strong action of England 
would be decisive, as I shall show : but there is fault on both sides, 
by far the graver, however, being the policy of Italy in past years. 
Of late the vacillation in the attitude of England towards France is 
regrettable, and has had the sole result of weakening the position of 
England on both sides, and strengthening French pretensions in every 
direction opposed to English interests, as weakness and apparent 
timidity must naturally do ; but Italy has no valid rpason for the 
duplicity which has marked the action of her Governments ever since 
(except during the short periods covered by the occupation of the 
ministry of foreign affairs by the promoters of the Triple Alliance), 
and through which she on several occasions adopted a line of conduct 
distinctly opposed not only to English interests, but to those common 
interests which she even then professed to believe in. 

In the important series of questions which related to the European 
control of Egypt the jealousy and bad faith of the then Italian 
Ministry became evident as early as 1881. It is difficult to say of 
Signor Mancini, the Minister of Foreign Affairs, whether his pro- 
fessions of friendship for England (the sole Power which, whatever 
may have been her egotism in European affairs generally, and how- 
ever sl\e may have sacrificed her nearest relative amongst nations to 
her commercial policy, was invariably a friend to Italy) had even the 
sincerity of intelligent self-interest. I propose to review the diplomacy 
of Italy in relation to England, and to put the Italian diplomacy in 
its true light, for the benefit, not only of the English, but of all 
European public opinion. I shall follow mainly published docu- 
ments of the highest authenticity, viz., the Green Bocks and Blue 
Bookfll or facts within the common knowledge of diplomatic circles ; 
and my review will perhaps surprise some friends of Italy, not only 
as showing how inconsistent towards England, but how blind to her 
own good, was the manner of conducting afiairs adopted by that 
Power which owed so much to English geoflwill. 

Scarcely had the Egyptian difiSculty broken out, and it had become 
ovident that the rivalry between France and England on the Nile 
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would enable Italy to put on tbe market her position as a 
Mediterranean Power, when Mancini began to oppose the policy of 
England and seek for a line of conduct which would conciliate Prance 
and Russia. Whether this was with the idea of raising his price in 
the English market o^ making a new one at Paris we cannot clearly 
determine, but he distinctly opposed any special adherence to the 
views of England, and, in strict agreement with those of Russia, desired 
“ the maintenance of the status quo, not having any interest that 
Egypt should fall under the exclusive or strongly preponderating in- 
fluence of either of the Powers.” (Nigra, September 18, from St/ 
Petersburg, and ComiUta, June 12, 1882.) In this sense Italy made 
overtures to the other Powers, but received from both Germany and 
Austria-Hungary only indifferent replies. When Lord Granville 
defined the attitude of England, he replied to the propositions of 
Mancini for action identical with that of France, You cannot doubt 
our warm sympathies for Italy, but sincerity is the best proof of friend- 
ship ; we say to you therefore sincerely that we cannot accept your 
proposals for Egypt.^’ (October 1.) This is already the keynote of 
Italian policy— a co-operation with England on condition of the full 
participation of France in all the results, with the certainty that the 
English Government would not accept the condition. Thus Mancini 
accepted the undignified position of a statesman who insisted on an 
unwelcome guest being received in the house of a friend or being 
himself excluded. There could be no question that in his mind the 
alternative must be faced; it was better to drop England than 
France. 

The entry of Robilant into the Government marks a new and 
correct orientation of Italy in Europe. In his despatches from Vienna 
he had already laid the basis of a consistent and fruitful policy — that 
of the alliance with the Central Powers. On May 21, 1882, he 
writes : 

“ At the cost even of moral sacrifices we ought, it seems to me, to draw 
closely to Austria and Germany ; very likely this accord, apparently passive, 
will have real efQciency in view of the momentary Anglo-French agreement. 
It seems to me^ indispensable for us to keep close to the Central Powers and 
continue to m&ke common cause w ith them in the aflairs of Egypt. We shall 
undoubtedly find in their company, whatever turn affairs take, better means 
of protecting our*own interests than if we find ourselves alone as in the 
past.” 

In reply to the circular of the Italian Cabinet demanding info]<tnation 
as to the views of the Powers on the Anglo-French intervention, he 
had written (January 11, 1882) : ‘‘ Count Kalnoky observed that we 
should avoid raising an Egyptian question, which thus far did not 
exist.” Count di Launa^,.from Berlin, replied (February 16, 1882), 

“ Let us keep place with the Central Powers, showing ourselves con- 
sistent in all our acts, especially where interests are reconcilable and 
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WO can find a mutual support. England in her own interests cannot 
do otherwise than show her satisfaction.’^ Notwithstanding the 
efforts of Bobilant and Di Launay the Italian Ministry decided to 
associate itself, not with the Central. Powers, but with Eussia, thanks 
probably in great measure to the extremely Eussophile tendencies and 
counsels of Count Nigra, who writes (January 20, 1882) that De 
Giers “ recognises the perfect agreement between the Governments 
of Italy and Eussia in their method of looking at the Egyptian 
question.” In this que'^tion Eussia, desirous of separating England 
and France, insisted, with Italy, on the European control, the 
Central Powers preferring to leave England carte Uamhe in dealing 
with Egypt. 

With these dispositions Italy went to the Conference, determined 
to maintain an accord with Eussia and to oppose all the efforts of 
England to secure the direction of Egyptian affairs, aild while at 
Berlin and Vienna the desire prevailed to preserve a friendly 
neutrality in the solution of the question, so that no action of the 
Central Powers might endanger a pacific solution, at Home the sine 
qiid non of any meeting of the Powers was the exclusion of England 
from a privileged position in Egypt. The circular of » Signor ifancini 
(June 3, 1882) declares that it is necessary to agree beforehand on 
three points : “ The definition of the scope and mandate of the 
Conference ; the acceptance of the decisions of the Conference ; and 
the previous agreement that nothing shall be undertaken in Egypt 
through the isolated action of any Power during the labours of the 
Conference.” Eussia alone accepted these conditions (despatch of 
Nigra, June 7), while from Berlin and Vienna, as well as from T'aris, 
came more or less veiled refusals ; whereupon Mancini, absolutely 
incompetent as usual to entertain a large European policy, attempted 
to prevent the meeting of the Conference, under the pretext that the 
non-recognition of its decisions by the Sultan made it inconsistent with 
the dignity of the Powers to proceed. 

The protests of Sir A. Paget (June 20) and the attitude of Lord 
Granville prevented this rupture of the negotiatipns, and the Con- 
ference met. But during its transactions from beginning to end 
there is hardly a point discussed in which the antagonism of the 
Italian Government to the views and interests England is not 
manifest. Italy insisted, even when Eussia and France had tacitly 
admitted the force of the English contentions, on the international 
and purely naval supervision and policy of the Suez Canal ; and after 
protesting vainly but unceasingly against the English action, until 
the occupation of the canal was a fait accompli^ then ordered the 
A^ondatore to Port Said, with instructions to concert with the' other 
naval commanders manoeuvres which were to control and neutralise 
the English operations. In this proceeding Italy had no colleague 
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except the Saltan. No other Power cared to put its head between 
the hammer and the anvil. 

What may have been the motives of France in refusing to join the 
British Government in the pacification of Egypt, it is neither safe nor 
relevant to my subject to state — suffice it that I examine the nature 
of the Italian ref usal • which followed. The despatches of Signor 
Mancini (Green Book, and speeches of Mancini ii^ the Senate and 
Chamber; June 12 ' and 30) pretend that the object was the 
maintenance of the accord with Germany and* Austria-Hungary ; but 
this is mere pretext, for those Powers, as is shown by the Blue 
Books, approved of the action of England ; and the later despatches 
quoted by Mancini to give colour to this pretext were purely formal 
acknowledgments of professions of deference in matters in which 
the allied Governments had never shown any tendency in the direction 
taken by Italy, neither of them having any special interests to consult 
in the Nile Valley. The official note of the Sfcefani agency (July 27) 
makes public the invitation of England to Italy to join her, and bases the 
refusal on the sufficiency of the projected Ottoman intervention, which 
it was already known that England could not accept, for good and con- 
clusive reasons, f But when all was done and the English occupation was 
a fait accoYaplii followed by no protesting act on ihe part of any Power, 
the Italian Government made haste to ask for those privileges which 
it would have had a right to only if the invitation had been accepted 
as given ; and only two days after the victory of Tel-el-Kobir, the 
Italian Government begged for the recognition due solely to tried 
friendship. Italy’s reward was the high approval of M. De Giers, 
who says (August 12 seq ,) : 

“ We have always been able to inarch in step with the Italian Govern- 
ment. That proves that our interests and those of Italy are in unison, and 
that the two Governments meet on the ground of a rational, equitable, and 
honest policy. Signor Mancini renders to us tliis certificate, and we render 
him the same justice. The Cz?ir has adhered to the Italian proposition to 
afiirm the right of Europe to admit no solution of the Egyptian question 
without its consent.” 

The unfailing excuse of Italian statesmen for this line of policy 
has been that England has never offered Italy a safe and definite 
alliance. I ha^e shown how the weakness and duplicity of Mancini 
and Depretis met the most friendly offer that could be made, one that 
proved the sincerity of England by offering the basis for a sound and 
permanent alliance in a region where the interests of Italy are now only 
protected by English goodwill. But I am unfortunately unable to give 
the documentary evidence of a prior advance, which shows the cor- 
diality of England in a more brilliant light, and the rejection of which 
perhaps explains some of th^ cordiality of Bussia above noticed. At 
the time of the Bussian advance on Constantinople, England invited 
Italy to nnite in the movement which was, lator on, successfully made 
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by England alone to put a liuiit to tbe Russian advance. The invi- 
tation and the refusal are notorious. With the precedents of Cavour and 
the Crimea before us I think there can be no doubt that in this case Italy 
refused to accept an opening into the European concert which would 
have been to her advantage, as in all her transactions with the Peninsula 
England has never shown herself the egoistic country which some of 
us accuse her of being. She felt and proved herself capable of doing 
all that was needed in either case, and the invitation to Italy was one 
of pure good fellowship, znA was calculated to strengthen the position 
of Italy. But in 1878 there was at least the excuse, if Italy were 
very jealous of her political and financial independence, of a possible 
war with Russia. In 1882 there was nothing of the kind, and the 
only motive to be reasonably assigned is that she was more in sym- 
pathy with France than with England. And with Mancini, as with 
Cairoli, and probably Depretis, this was, beyond doubt,* the tn:e 
explanation, as is proved by the constant tone of Mancini’s organ, 
the Biriito. 

But there is worse than this. In Bulgaria and the Balkans 
generally Italy had no interests which were menaced by Russian 
progress, and in 1882 her Ministers might have said that they had 
in mind a larger and non-exclusive distribution of responsibility in 
Egypt, though this -would not have justified the immediate demand of 
Italy for participation in privileges which it was within the right of 
England to concede or refuse as she pleased ; but after making this 
demand the decorous attitude to take was to support England honestly. 
When in 1881 the Triple Alliance was being negotiated, it was sup- 
ported by its advocates, Robilant, Di Launay, Crispi, Blanc, &c., as 
a means of bringing England into common action with the two central 
empires ; although, in fact, except during the tenure of the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs by Robilant and Crispi, the attitude of Germany and 
Austria-Hungary, until the end of 1893, in all affairs where England 
did not lean toward France or Russia respectively, was more friendly to 
England than that of Italy had been. Having done what was in its power 
to counteract the operations of England in Egypt the. Italian Govern- 
ment continued, to oppose the English administration of Egyptian 
alfairs. In all the sanitary questions arising in the Levant (which 
are an foTid political) Italy has always been in agreement with France 
in opposition to English views. Italy has repeatedly called on England, 
<5learly under the instigation of France, to give effect to her promises 
made on assuming the administration of Egyptian affairs and to with- 
draw from Egypt ; and instead of acting as a link between the Triple 
Alliance and England, has devoted all her infiiience to draw England 
into line with Paris and away from Berliiy For these endeavours of 
its diplomats and agents in the conferences about Egypt and the Suess 
Canal the Italian Government received the thanks of the French. 
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The bad faith of Italy in this question did not escape the reprehen* 
sion of Germany, which Power showed by a marked coolness its 
resentment at the caprice. 

After refusing to join England in the occupation of Egypt, Italy 
entered into a scheme of African colonisation, in agreement with France. 
The colony of Massowah was at first planned as a commercial pro- 
tectorate, in apparent deference to the objections of, England (publicly 
expressed by Lord Hartington in the House of Commons on March 19, 
1884), to any European Power possessing a port in the Red Sea ; but in 
1885 it was transformed into a military annexation by a secret under- 4 , 
standing witfi France, which had from the beginning of 1884 been 
urging Italy to this step. France, after settling the afiairs of 
Tonquin, had studied the manner in which she could best establish 
her approaches towards the English position in Egypt, and found her 
line throiigh Italy. The plan was to occupy Massowah and Suakim 
in order to have access to the Soudan and in this way control the 
action of England on the Upper Nile Valley, and enforce the admis- 
sion of France and Italy as partners in the regulation of Egyptian 
affairs. Italy intimated to England that in the new condition of 
things produced by the victories of the Mahdi it was necessary to 
hold another conference of the European Powers on the ]%yptian 
question, and in March 1885 it was formally agreed between the 
French and Italian Governments that the persistence of England in 
her occupation of Egypt and the consequent apprehension of a pro- 
tectorate made it advisable for Italy to take possession of Massowah 
to secure a re-entry into Egypt with a view to a condominium of 
three. To compensate Italy France agreed that the status q^ibo should 
be maintained in Tripoli and Morocco. The lowering of the Egyptian 
flag was promised at Massowah as a sign of the Italian conquest, as 
. distinguished from the English occupation. The uneasiness caused 
by this arrangement became effective later on, and was the ultimate 
cause, no doubt, of the failure of the Kassala Conference at Naples 
to secure the assent of England to the occupation of Kassala, without 
a distinct recognition of the sovereignty of Egypt, which public opinion 
in Italy rendered impracticable. Later, under Rudini, the Italian 
Government i&eems to have found no such difficulty, having in view 
another agreement with the French Government, which made it a 
matter of no importance what formal concessions were made to Eugland. 

There can be no question of the good faith of the Italian Ministry 
under Crispi, both to England and to the Triple Alliance, for this had 
been the programme of that statesman for years, and it is well known 
that he, though out of office, had urged the acceptance of the English 
proposition of co-occupatiop of Egypt, and the refusal of the Massowah 
scheme, and during the thrfte years of his first Ministry the accord 
with England and the sincerity of the adhesion to the Triple Alliance 



PEACE AND THE QUADRUPLE ALLIANCE. 77X 


were secure. But the succeeding Ministry of Budini came into power 
by an agreement with the Radicals, by which it bound itself, in 
accordance with the wishes of France, to withdraw from the Triple 
Alliance, and to reduce the army.. This agreement received the 
sanction of a more formal understanding with Russia, which stipulated 
that Italy, in case of a war in which the Triple Alliance should be 
engaged, should give securities against any possibility of mobilisation 
for any expeditions across the frontiers. This was eflFectively given 
by the plan of General * Pellonx, the favourite and most important 
Minister in the Depretis, Riidini, and Giolitti Ministries. This 
understanding was brought to light by the Hamburger Nachricliten^ 
and confirmed independently by the Timcfiy and, tliough denied by 
the Italian Ministerial journals, and by the Rudini Cabinet, it was 
amply confirmed by circumstantial -evidence ; indeed, La Tribanaj the 
official organ of the Rudini Ministry, in a formal and unftontradicted 
leading article, stated the agreement as follows : No alliance with 
the central Powers ; friendship and agreement with France ; reduction 
of the army, et similia” 

Nevertheless, the Triple Alliance was formally renewed by the 
Marquis Di Rudini a year before its term had expired. According 
to La Tribuna^ this was in consequence of the discov^y of the Russian 
agreement, and the consequent pressure of the central Powers. There 
is no clear evidence of the central Powers having exercised any such 
pressure, and it is more probable that the duplicity of the Rudini 
Government was only a continuation of the tactics of Mancini and 
Depretis, and in accordance with all the precedents of the Consulta, 
except during the tenure of office of Crispi and Robilanfc. Except 
under the guidance of those statesmen, the Italian Government has 
never, since Cavour, acted in good faith with any of its associates, 
but has leaned to France one day, and to Germany the next ; England 
on one side and Russia on the other, according to some momentary 
advantage for which it hoped. It is the inheritance of the Middle 
Ages, the method of Machiavelli, entered into by the great majority 
of the public men and diplomats of Italy. The .promoters of the 
Triple Alliance hoped to anchor Italy by that compact in a definite 
policy in accordance with its largest interest, but even that seems to 
have failed. Is it surprising, then, and ought -it t j cause complaint 
on the part of Italy, that her friends and allies are at times less than 
lukewarm in the support of her interests ? While Crispi remains in 
power we may be assured of a consistent policy, but what of a possible 
successor ? 

It would be interesting to examine the grounds for hope that Italy 
in a Quadruple Alliance would be mor^ stable than she has ^been in 
the Triple, and to ask whether there is not under the circumstances a 
justification for the writer in the Oontempohary Review, who pleads 



772 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


for a friendlier treatment of Italy by England. No one can say of 
England that, from the period of the fall of Napoleon, she has not 
shown a general, if not invariable, benevolence towards Italy, on 
certain occasions decisive of her well-being. Italians will recall them. 
But have there not also been cases in which Italy had a right to 
expect a more decided haoral, and perhaps material, support from her 
elder sister in the constitutional family ? Have net certain English 
Cabinet^ shown a little of the same capriciousness which we reproach 
Italy with ? Most publicists will, without mnch difficulty, recall some 
such occasions,^ the avoidance of which by a strong and therefore 
complacent nation might determine the stability of a sensitive and 
weaker one. But beyond this there are elements for a more secure 
calculation in the following established facts. The majority, not only 
in numbers but in intellect, of the Italian nation is strongly in favour 
of the TViple Alliance. This was shown in the elections of 1890, to 
which Crispi went with the programme of ‘‘ the Triple Alliance and 
the attainment of an equilibrium in finance by internal economies,” 
and the response was a majority which, by its very unwieldiness, 
proved the weakness, and was the ultimate cause of the fall, of the 
Ministry. The 4<ing is known to be a supporter of the Alliance, and 
if his natural iiiclination to give guarantees to his adversaries and 
his anxiety to show that he is not making an alliance from a personal 
policy, have caused him to forget that the making and observance of 
the treaties to which he has signed his royal name are his, and the 
supreme, prerogative, until he shall formally cease to reign, it is not 
permitted us to suppose that he would ignore, except in virtual abdi- 
cation before an outspoken and unmistakable expression of the public 
will, his duty to his signature. The nation and the Sovereign have 
both spoken on the question, and we are justified in concluding, under 
these circumstances, that the diplomatic combination which virtually 
annuls a treaty, finds its strength only in the apathy or ignorance of 
the nation at large. 

It is the business of the friends .of Italy to shake this apathy and 
dispel this ignorance, to bring the nation to a complete sense of its 
value in Europe, .and of its obligations ; but, admitting a certain force 
in the difficult feircumstances of the country and in the present con- 
dition of things, operating to strengthen a resolute and compact 
minority hostile to the Triple Alliance, and working secretly so far as 
the public is concerned, and capable of exerting a serious pressure on 
the King (as we saw in the Eudini Ministry), nothing more is needed 
to paralyse its action and ensure the conformity of the Government 
under any lead with the sentiment of the nation, than the placing of 
the issue plainly before King, Parliament, and country, by the conclusion 
of a definite agreement with England, .which shall leave no ambiguity 
or pretext for misunderstanding the relations of the two countries, or 
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Italy’s relations to the Triple Alliance. The moral influence of 
England over the Italian people is such that any distinct declaration 
of policy by England, in the direction of consolidation of interests, 
would compel any possible Ministry to follow it, and ensure the full 
adhesion of Italian Parliaments to it. The position is not one to be 
trifled with or met by a see-saw dilettantism, seeking to be all things 
to all interests, to friend and foe alike. The possible result of the 
present and late policy is the return of a Government at Ronie which 
shall renew, and this time openly, the engagements of that of R’ldini, 
the inevitable consequence of which will be the destruction of the 
unstable equilibrium at present existing by the ultimate absorption of 
Italy in the French sphere of influence, and the compulsory accession 
of Italy to the French plans, opposed though they are to all Italian 
interests and sentiments. The nation is tired of the uncertainty and 
of the strain, and is slowly acquiring the conviction that ISngiand is 
indifferent to Italy’s policy or course, owing to her studied accord 
with France in so many foreign questions — ilorocco, Tunis, Madagascar, 
Siam, &c. 

Bismarck, long ago, expressed the opinion that the Triple Alliance 
without an accord between Italy and England would, not guarantee 
the peace of Europe. The material support of En^and may affect 
the event of a war, but her moral influence alone cannot influence the 
decision of the almost more important question — Shall there bo war 
or peace ? An accord once established between England and Italy 
would determine the relations of England with the central empires, 
and in all human probability the assured maintenance of peace and a 
final disarmament. A statesman who has been in confidential rela- 
tions with Bismarck tells of a conversation between him and Napo- 
leon III., long before 1870, which is interesting as showing tlie aims 
of France, and accounting for the bitterness felt there at the Italian 
attitude under Crispi. “ We know that the French are not a mari- 
time people,” said the Emperor, ‘‘ bub we shall make our navy and 
our sailors out of Italy.” This has undoubtedly been the feeling of 
most of those who have governed France and influenced Italy from 
the first Napoleon to Gambetta, and even later, the prospective con- 
clusion of the vaunted and visionary Latin League. English 
indifference to sound policy may realise it. 


AN Ex-Diplomat. 



The position of the house of 

LORDS. 


T he number of voices now speaking on this subject is so great, 
and some of them are so weighty, that in all probability mild utter- 
ances by inconspicuous persons will pass unheeded, even though they 
come from the |pntage-point of the Contemporary Review, and by 
the request of its Editor. When asked to speak on this subject, my 
first thought was to refuse. I have no special qualification for the 
task, I have never been in the House of Commons. I am only a 
recent addition to the Peers ; and while there have done little 
work on other than legal matters. I have not studied constitu- 
tional questions more than other lawyers, or other men of general 
education. I hold no office, except as a member of the Judicial 
Committee. And, though still an earnest well-wisher and member 
of the Liberal party, age and infirmities prevent my joining in those 
active operations which are necessary to keep a man sensitive to the 
currents of living thought under ever-changing circumstances. But 
after all, that mysterious, impalpable, but most real thing called 
Public Opinion is but a blend of innumerable private opinions brought 
together by reflection and discussion. All sorts and conditions of 
men contribute to it : old and young ; students and men of action ; the 
cautious and the ss^guine ; the learned, the sciolist, and the ignorant ; 
workers in various departments of human affairs, even arm-chair poli- 
ticians ; each brings his own fragment of experience, which if useless 
is rejected, and if useful strengthens the compound. These various 
materials go into the seething-pot, from whence the statesman has to 
produce political projects ; and those again are laid before the vast 
number of minds who now ^ake interest in public affairs — a tribunal 
by no means perfectly infoimed or free from error, but capable of 
judging on the broad lines of national welfare, and probably furnishing 
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as good a criterion as we can get of arrangements designed to stand 
wear and tear in this rough and imperfect world. Therefore, if those 
whose business it is to cater for public discussion consider that the 
little trickle of thought which may proceed from an average man, 
who has done average work in the world for half a century and more, 
may swell or qualify the great stream, I will, however diffidently, 
state the lines on which my thoughts have been running for some 
years. 

The reasons why the position of the House of Lords in our Oonsti- 
^tution presents difficulties of growing acuteness and urgency have 
long been obvious to every one who has taken part in public affairs, 
or has observed them from without. With the vastly increased 
mental activity of the poorer and more numerous classes, with the 
spread of education, the ever-widening habits of reading, discussion, 
locomotion, and combination among them, the centre of political 
gravity has shifted, and public controversies have tended more and 
more to turn upon social matters. 

Upon every question, and especially upon social ones, the opinions 
of the average man are moulded by his environment ; and the pro- 
bable action of a class must be estimated, not by the man, of exceptional 
force of sympathy or imagination, who can disengage ||jlmself from his 
daily surroundings, bnt by the average man, whose interests, or 
apparent interests, will frame his principles. At least they will do 
so in doubtful questions ; and all large political or social questions 
are doubtful, some very doubtful. The House of Lords breathes the 
atmosphere and imbibes the ideas of tlie comparatively few who 
possess rank and wealth, and who may be called by the common 
tliongh vague name of the Upper Classes. The middle classes have 
different interests and different views ; and the lower, different ones 
again. I am of course speaking of average men — t.r., the gene- 
rality in every class. Now many changes have been expressly made 
in our Constitution for the purpose of giving to the views of the middle 
and lower classes a regular and orderly expression through the House 
of Commons. But for the expression of the will of the nation through 
the House of Lords no such change has been made. There has been 
an unexpressed change, but according to constitutioi al forms, the 
Lords occupy the same position as they did before the changes in 
the Commons. If the Lords had accepted a new position, so far as 
to help in the objects which the nation through its elected assembly 
requires, there would probably be little desire now for a change of 
law. Sometimes the advocates of the House of Lords aver that it has 
so accepted its new position ; but no one desirous of seeing the free play 
of legislative reforms will admit that. Whatever phrases may be used 
about yielding to the will of the nation, the widest possible difference 
oxLsts, as each occasion arises, on the question what that will is. And 
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under one plea or another the House of Lords is constai^tly thwarting 
reforms for which the House of Commons, supported by the majority 
of the nation, declares the time to be ripe and over-ripe. 'Sb is thereby 
causing an amount of friction and strain which no Constitution can 
stand for long. 

This process of divergence has been going on for more than sixtjr 
years. Prior to the great constitutional change of 1832, which has 
been tbd mother of all after reforms, and which we still emphasise 
under the name of “ Reform,” the two Houses had for some genera- 
tions represented nearly the same classes and interests. They ^ 
quarrelled soiAetimes over the amount of power due to each respec- 
tively; but very rarely over any question of national policy. In 
each the strength of the landowning nobility was paramount, and 
their dissensions bore a family character. By the Reform movement 
the paramount power of the landed classes was shaken, and the^ com- 
mercial and professional classes came in for a large share of it. 
Immediately there commenced the opening of a gulf between the 
House that represented those classes and the House that did not. 
Questions arose in relation to the Church Establishment, religious 
tests, educatiop, local government, the government of Ireland, and 
other minor meters, in which the views of the old governing class 
were opposed to those of the new. This led to two great results. 
One was that numbers of the old governing class who had been led 
to support “ Reform ” were disgusted with its effects, and slid off by 
batches or singly into the opposing ranks. To so great an extent 
was this change effected, that the Conservative party, which seemed 
annihilated in 1832, was found in 1834 to return a very effective 
minority to the House of Commons, and in 1837 almost to balance 
the Liberal forces. The other result was that the House of Lords found 
itself in frequent antagonism to the Commons on the principles of 
public policy ; and that it operated at all times as a delaying force, and, 
when vigorously backed by the Conservative minority, as a blocking force. 
Both these processes have, with the ebbs and flows incident to all 
human affairs, been going on ever since. After each great reform, 
large numbers of those who were on the side of progress and who 
advocated the^hange in question, have gone -over to the other side. 
After each, the rjft between the two Houses and their respective 
views of public policy, has become deeper and wider. And after 
each, the confidence of the House of Commons that it represents the 
mind of the nation has become stronger and more pronounced. 

The first Duke of Wellington was a man whose military reputation 
stood so high as to overshadow his political character, and whose 
political capacity, though on the administrative side it was of the first 
order, suffered a slur by reason of. his convictions being with the 
governing classes at the time of the great Reform struggle. STever- 
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theless, it bas always seemed to me, in reading the history of these 
years, that the Duke of Wellington deserves to be credited, not only 
with the uiiselfish and simple public spirit which is one of his chief 
titles to greatness, but with statesmanship of a very high order. Ho 
was statesman enough to know when his order was beaten, and to take 
up a new and defensible line. He saw that the power of the House 
of Lords, and of the views represented in it, was broken. He did 
not sulk, nor despair, nor kick against the pricks. He set himself 
to persuade his brother Peers to pass measures strongly supported in 
the country, while defeating others which, though sent up by the 
House of Commons, had not met strong support. His course of 
action, and the great diflScultiea attending it, were clearly stated in a 
letter written by him to Lord Derby in the year 1846, when the 
repeal of the Corn Laws was under discussion/ 

In admiring the Duke s statesmanship 1 am not saying that he took 
the right view of the various measures on their merits. Some severe 
wounds were inflicted on our legislation during his supremacy. And 
Ihe policy had this lamentable result: that nothing could be done for 
Ireland, because Englishmen were ignorant and apathetic about the 
concerns of their fellow-countrymen there. But I am g-fraid that the 
maltreatment of Ireland must (until within the last few years) be 
charged equally to both Houses of Parliament, and to both great 
parties in the State. 

The great results of the Duke’s policy were, first, that it tided over 
a time of startling transition and great strain, not without friction, 
but without intolerable friction ; and secondly, that he showed how the 
House of Lords might retain a very large share of its legal power by 
surrendering some of it. The former of these results was a great 
boon to the whole nation ; the latter a great boon to the Duke’s own 
party, which some will identify more, aud some less, with the welfare 
of the whole nation. Under his guidance the House of Lords 
retreated from the position of being an absolutely co-ordinate branch 
of the Legislature for the purposes of general legislation, and took up 
that of a delaying, suspending, and revising body. It had great 
influence on legislation ; but it no longer endeavoured to resist a 
matured popular demand voiced by the House of Comm ms. That is 
the unexpressed change to which I before referred. 

Under such circumstances the House of i^ords, in which the Con- 
servative element was continually increasing, found itself a severe 
critic and opponent of Liberal ministries, and very acquiescent with 
Conservative ones. Setting aside the one abnormal case of the Corn 
Laws, it may be said that, from Peels accession to office in 1841 to 
Palmerston’s death in 1866, there was no j^reat conflict between the 
two Houses. In fact, the Whig ministnes of that period contained 

* See Bagehot’a “ English Constitution/* 2nd edition, p. 100. 

VOL. LXVl. ♦ 3 F 



■778 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


in them such strong Conservative elements that hardly any distaste fu 
reforms were propounded. Lord Palmerston was at least as Con- 
servative as Sir Bobert Peel. During his long ascendancy he probably 
represented one of the many quiescent phases of the nation ; and I 
believe that if the Conservative party had not quarrelled with their 
ablest men over the Corn Laws, they might daring that time have 
been in office as well as in power. But when Mr. Gladstone became 
the leading mind in the Liberal party, things were changed indeed. 
The reforming spirit woke up again. Instead of contenting them- 
selves with talking about reforms, Liberal Ministers actually proposed, 
and worked fdr, and carried thorn ; and sent up to the House of ' 
Lords measures very distasteful to it. 

It is not my purpose to follow in detail the legislative contests 
between the two Houses or the two parties during the period for 
which thei Liberal party was in power, whether in office or not, 
down to 1874, nor for the subsequent periods. It will hardly be 
disputed, whether by those who agree or by those who disagree with 
the House of Lords, that the number of Liberals within it has 
diminished to near the vanishing-point, that it represents only one 
political party^in the nation, that it has, as a rule, thwarted the 
measures of Liberal Ministries, and has offered no opposition to those 
of Conservative Ministries, even when they closely resembled the 
rejected measures of Liberal Ministries. Those who doubt these con- 
clusions I must refer to more detailed works, such as that of Mr. 
Stead, or the more elaborate work of Mr, Spalding. All that I wish 
to point out now is that the large franchise reform of 1867, and the 
much larger reform, both of franchise and distribution, of 1884, 
brought forward with much greater urgency than before, questions of 
a local social and class character. Such are, questions concerning 
Church rates, religious tests, purchase of commands in the army, 
national education, endowments of various kinds, trade combinations, 
relations of landlord with tenant, of employer with employee ; local 
government and rating, including the most important of local govern- 
ments — ^that of Ireland. Many of these questions touch on the use 
of property, whether from the public side, as in the case of endow- 
ments, rates, taxes, or from the private side, as in the case of 
landlord and teiyint, or employers and employed. Every year the 
issues of public adaira are becoming more pronounjeed, as between 
those who have large possessions and those who have not. The new 
voters grow more intent on pressing their views;* the propertied 
classes band together in greater numbers to resist, and the House of 
Lords is their champion. The effect produced in the country at large 
is that a largely preponderating number of the richer classes have 
joined the Conservative ranks. The effect in the House of Lords is 
that the Liberal party is nearly annihilated. The increasing division 
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of political parties according to wealth is a grave outlook, which 
however cannot be affected by any adjustment of mechanism. But 
that one of the political parties should be powerless in one House of 
the Legislature, formally of co-ordinate power, and actually of very 
great power, is an evil of a different kind which can be cured by 
proper methods. 

Some of the incidents of the present Parliament will sufficiently 
illustrate our. position. With regard to the Home Eule Bill, I do 
not see how a legislative assembly, with convictions strongly adverse 
to the measure, could be expected to accept it under the circumstances 
of the case. The justification for passing into law a measure of 
which individual judgments disapprove, is that there exists such a 
preponderating decision of the people to have the law, that to refuse 
it is worse for the nation at large than to pass it, bad though it be. 
Could then the majority be expected to take that view ? •! think it 
undeniable indeed that the election of 1892 had given a majority 
for Home Rule. The previous election of 188G was decided on that 
issue. For six years the country had rung with the controversy. 
There was not a platform on which it had not occupied the prominent 
place. To say that the details of the Bill had not bpen laid before 
the electors is, in my judgment, a cavil, the allowance of which would 
strike at the root of all authority given by constituents to representa- 
tives ; and, moreover, the House rejected the Bill on second reading 
— ix., on principle. But the case stood thus. In 1886 a very large 
majority was returned against Home Rule, In 1892 a majority, not 
large, was returned in its favour. May not those to whom the thing 
seems very pernicious think that, after all, the second election was 
brought about by transitory causes ; mainly by the personal weight 
and energy of the greatest man in England ? and that a third election 
would revert to the first ? I do not think so myself. I think that 
Home Rule for Ireland is a just and politic measure, which failed of 
acceptance in England because it was too novel, which grows in favour 
by consideratioii, which is certain to bo granted some day, and granted 
in some foolish panic if not previously done with calm deliberation. 
But if I had thought just the reverse about Home Rule, I should 
probably have treated the verdict of the election as the majority 
treated it. I have never found fault with what they did, though 
taking a different view of the merits of the measure. But the moral 
I draw is this : that legislators ought not tp be exposed to such a 
trial. They ought to be left to vote according to their judgment on 
the merits of each measure. To call upon them to pass a measure, 
not because they think it good, but because the nation has an over- 
whelming wish that way, is to invite them to the question whether 
the nation has really such a wish — a controversy perhaps more diffi^ 
cult than the merits of the measure itself. And to coerce them by 
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terror of public disturbance is a bumiliatlon to them if it succeeds ; 
and whether it succeeds or not is an incentive to passionate methods 
which every statesman would wish to avoid. 'Surely we ought to seek 
out some orderly mode of making the will of ‘the majority prevail, 
instead of relying on assertions (always disputable) that its will is 
too strong to resist. • 

In the session of 1893-4 there were two other Bills of general 
public interest passed in the Commons after great debate and sent 
up to the Lords : the Local Government (mcye commonly called the 
Parish Councils) Bill, and the Employers' Liability Bill. A great 
many alterations were made in both these Bills by the Peers. I do 
not think that anybody will accuse me of partisanship, or indeed of 
inaccuracy, in saying that the great bulk of alterations which had any 
political significance at all, were, so to speak, “ anti-popular,” tending 
to cripple the authority of the Parish Councils, or to restrict their 
popular basis ; or running counter to the views generally taken by 
employees of their own welfare, and expressed by their own organisa- 
tions and in the House of Commons. It is not desirable here to 
reproduce the points of difference in detail. The larger ones have been 
echoed and re-echoed till every one likely to read these remarks knows 
them by heart. And every one knows the result : how the Parish 
Councils Bill was at length accepted, though shorn of some important 
features; and how the Liability Bill was abandoned because the 
House of Lords would not allow a provision which forbade contracts 
to relieve employers of their statutory liability. Nor am I discussing 
whether the Lords* alterations were in themselves wise or unwise. 
Indeed, so far as regards the important one which wrecked the 
Liability Bill, I should by the light of nature have voted for it. If 
I had voted the other way — in point of fact, I did not vote at all, 
being confined to ray bed by sickness — it would have been on the 
ground that the English artisans have shown great capacity for under- 
standing their own affairs ; and that when there comes a question of 
expediency relating to the affairs of a large class, and it is possible to 
get at the opinion of organised bodies of that class, that opinion 
should carry great weight. 

Perhaps this# Sifliculty of mine may be thought to illustrate how 
hard it is for members of one class to judge of the proposals of 
another in the affairs of that'other ; how certain they are to be biassed 
by their own ideas ; and how likely it is that when many of them get 
together they will refuse even to listen to any other ideais. Place an 
assembly in that position, provide that it shall not be dissolved or 
changed by any action of those who want it to pass laws for them, 
and how can you prevent antagonism, even to the extent of a dead- 
lock? • _ 

It is sometimes alleged that it is necessary to have a revising 
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legislative body, and that, after all, is the main business of the 
House of Lords, I admit the expediency of a revising body, but 
affirm that proposals are best revised by those who are in sympathy 
with their main object, and that hostile revision is often worse than 
none. But this allegation as to the main business of the Peers is not 
consistent with the fact that all their alterations tend one way ; or 
with the fact th?\t when Conservatives are in office the vigilance and 
activity of the Peers become torpid ; witness such occasions as Mr. 
Disraeli's Eeform Bill of i868 and the Irish Coercion Bill of 1887 ; 
nor with the fact that such a measure as that for validating marriages 
with a deceased wife’s sister is repeatedly rejected ; nor with the 
language held, by Lord Salisbury at the beginning of the present 
Parliament before any measures were framed, to the effect that if 
certain apprehended things were done by the House of Commons, 
they would be thwarted by other parts of the constitution! 'Whenever 
a debate involves issues between the two main lines of political 
thought, whenever it presents chances of supporting a ConservatiYe^ 
Ministry or shaking . a Liberal ooe, I may almost say whenever it 
raises questions between the many and the few, poor and rich, Dissent 
and Church, public interests and private, the House 6f Lords has am 
overwhelming majority on one side. The party of movement may 
spend years in overcoming the inertia of the nation, may struggle 
successfully against the enormous advantages which belong, and always 
must belong, to possession and to full purses, may push a measure 
with vast labour through the House of Commons which they have 
moulded, and then they find themselves brought up short by the 
House of Lords which they cannot mould. Is it not certain that 
much of the arrested motion will turn to heat ? Who shall, on any" 
given occasion, say how much ? Who shall feel confident that the- 
heat will not burst out into flame even on an apparently small occa- 
sion ? And who will deny that such a possibility constitutes an 
ever present, though often latent, political danger ? 

I do not wish to exaggerate the awkwardness of the position, as I 
think is sometimes done in argument. Just now .we want a great 
deal of legislation, and we find a great deal of stoppage. But we 
must remember that the House of Commons is paramount over a 
large part of the political domain. Administi*adcn is at least as 
important as legislation — more so, I think. The main direction of 
administration rests with the Commons. For one example, Ireland may 
not have her own domestic government, nor be able to repeal the 
statute which removes ofiences from the cognizance of juries ; but she 
can escape from the active application of that statute, and she can 
feel satisfied that in many an executive operation her most trusted 
sons are duly consulted. Nor even in legislation does the House of 
Lords play an equal part. In one very important department of 
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legislation the Honae of Commons is supreme. The supply of money 
will not often bear the delays attending an agreement between' two 
independent powers ; and the representative body has accorded to it 
the right of originating money-measures so completely that the Peers 
cannot even amend one. 'This position has been established by a 
practice old enough to'give it the rank of a constitutional principle. 
By a little ingenuity a constitutional inability to amend may be con- 
verted into a practical inability to reject. That was actually done in 
the case of the Paper Duties. And within tBfe last few weeks we have 
seen a striking, instance of the inferior position of the Peers. No one « 
can doubt that they would gladly have refused the new Death Duties, 
but they could only do so by rejecting other provisions for the revenue 
of the year ; and though their power to reject a money Bill was 
aei^erted in terms, no attempt was made to put it in force, and the 
obnoxious measure was allowed to pass into law. 

On the other hand, too little attention is given to the' influence of 
the House of Lords on a great number of arrangements of limited 
extent, where they have a very free hand. When the whole country 
takes interest in a measure, the Peers are opt to be cautious in reject- 
ing it, and if they do, there is a good chance of such strong feeling 
being shown as to prevent a second rejection. It is, as before inti- 
mated, a barbarous and dangerous plan to get up a kind of miniature 
rebellion in order to‘ make one branch of the Legislature act in 
accordance with the national desire expressed through constitutional 
channels. But it is done, and 1 often read and hear that because it 
is done the House of Lords is powerless for evil, and we may well go 
on as we do. But apart from the danger of the thing, that opinion 
leaves out of sight the class of cases I am now speaking of — a class 
which is rapidly increasing with the extension of ^the method of 
making new arrangements by scheme or provisional order which may 
be defeated by a hostile resolution passed by either House of Parlia- 
ment. How persistently the House of Lords may go on denying 
relief for years, generations after the House of Commons has aflSrmed 
the right to it, is shown by the question, before referred to, of the 
Deceased Wife's Sister. The stability of some thousands of house- 
holds depends*on the validity of such marriages. The representative 
assembly would atSrm them at once. But the Peers will not do it, 
and because the matter only afiects some thousands of households 
there is no national feeling strong enough to compel it. The neces- 
sary little rebellion cannot be got up, I proceed to some further 
illustrations. 

In the session of 1893 there arose in the, House of Lords what is 
known as the Betterment question. The London County Council bad 
for some years been endeavouring to levy a special impost on proper- 
ties enhanced by the expenditure of London public funds. After some 
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objectionable plans, they produced one, on which in the Council itself 
there was no dissent, and which was approved by large majorities in 
the House of Commons. Now for some reason or other the London 
Council has from the moment of its birth been the object of extreme 
animosity among the Conservative party and in the House of Lords. 
When this measure came before the Lords^ it was practically (the 
exact form may be passed over) thrown out without examination. 
Their formal plea was that such proposals ought not to be made in a 
private Bill. The arguments presented were denunciations pa^ly o£ 
something which, in the absence of examination, was supposed to be the 
measure, and partly of the London Council itself. Before the question 
came on again I took pains to make, in this Eeview (March and May, 
1894), a detailed statement of facts, from which I showed — first, that 
the House, refusing a proper examination by Committee, rejected the 
proposal under glaring misconceptions of its nature ; and, secondly, 
that its action was unusual, harsh, and productive of great public 
inconvenience.* I further showed that in the same session the 
London Council had come to ask for just five things beyond their 
ordinary requirements — viz., the opening of Lincoln's Inn Fields; 
permission to spend some money on important inquiries ; a voice in 
the conservancy of the Thames ; a more adequate voice in the conser- 
vancy of the Lea ; and Betterment. All five were granted by the 
House of Commons, and all five refused by the Lords. 

I am not recalling these incidents for the purpose of strengthening 
— though they do strengthen — my former remarks with respect to 
the claims of the Peers to be a revising ” body, and to the preju- 
dices and antipathies which prevail among them ; but to show what 
complete power they have in thwarting attempts at small local reforms, 
and how their action, and that of the House of Commons, tend to 
diverge more widely. London, indeed, is so large a community that 
offence given to Londoners may produce sojne political effect. And 
though the controversy is not yet settled, the House of Lords has 
receded from its refusal to consider a plan of local taxation in a local 
private Bill ; and on some of the other points the House of Commons 
supported and procured the partial accomplishment of the wishes of 
the London Council. The case is different wheff much smaller 
interests are concerned. 

In this regard the action of the Peers on schemes framed for regu- 
lating endowments deserves close examination, because they raise 
class questions between Churchmen and Nonconformists which should 
be settled by a competent and impartial tribunal. The legal nature 
of these questions may be briefly stated. By the Endowed Schools 
Act of 1869, every scheme is to contain certain clauses concemmg 
religious teaching (popularly called Conscience Clauses), unless the 

* CONTBMPOBARY EeVIEW 1894, p. 707. 
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endowment falls under certain conditions expressed in section 19. 
The conditions arise when the scholars are required by the express 
terms of the instrument of foundation, or by regulations made by the 
founder in his lifetime or by his authority within fifty years after 
his death and ever siuce observed, to be instructed according to the 
formularies of any pafticular Church, sect, or denomination. These 
provisions were discussed with the utmost care \vhen the Act was 
passed. They were deviled to remove two disadvantages under which 
Nonconformists laboured in the administration of educational endow- 
ments. One 'pras the absorption of funds into Church channels, owing , 
to the long predominance of the Church, and to the circumstance that 
the rector and churchwardens, being permanent village officers, had 
been very generally chosen as village trustees. The other was that 
by certain decisions of the Court of Chancery it was laid down that 
in undeiiofninational schools, even those just established out of dole- 
funds, distinctive Church education must be given ; and further, that 
none but Churchmen were proper trustees of endowments charged, 
though only partially, with Church education. They restrict the 
privileges which, however unfairly, the Church then possessed, and 
they were and«are very distasteful to strong Church partisans. 

It will be easily understood that there is plenty of room for dispute 
whether the conditions of section 1 9 apply, or do not apply, to a par- 
ticular endowment. That question may, and often does, involve 
inquiries into matters of fact, weighing of evidence, antiquarian and 
ecclesiastical researches, and the construction of legal documents, 
public and private, old and new. It is, in fact, a strictly judicial 
inquiry. The Act recognises this, and it makes the Charity Commis- 
sion, a very competent body for the purpose, judges in the first 
instance, allowing an appeal to the Judicial Committee by persons 
interested to dispute the first decision. It cannot possibly have been 
intended that a decision so arrived at should afterwards be made 
ground of objection, by any official or legislative body, to the scheme 
founded on it. 

In the township of Barkisland, near Halifax, there is a small 
endowment, given in the year 1657, for teaching poor children to 
read. In 1801 the Charity Commissioners made a scheme which, as 
required by the CHiancery decisions, then unqualified by the Endowed 
Schools Act, ordered the teaching of the Church Catechism, though 
subject to a conscience clause. A year or two ago the Charity Com- 
missioners had occasion to make a new scheme, which was done under 
the Endowed Schools Act. They decided that the school did not fall 
under the conditions of section 19, and treated it as undenominational. 
The Churchmen of the locality had, naturally enough, contended that 
it was a Church school, on *the ground of long usage and of the 
scheme of 1861. . They did not appeal however from the judgment 
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of the Charity Commissioners, which therefore became conclusive by 
force of the Act, but they got a friend in the House of Lprds to move 
a hostile resolution, which was carried on June 23, 1893. 

Now it is impossible to imagine, a .case in which there may not be 
some objection, however flimsy, taken to a scheme which embodies a 
vast quantity of detail ; to the numbers, ages, or qualifications of the 
pupils, to the fees, the scholarships, the free places, the powers of the 
master, and other things. But it will hardlj be contended that either 
House of Parliament is justified in rejecting a scheme on the ground 
that it dislikes the decision of the tribunals appointed by the Endowed 
Schools Act on a legal question. And it will hardly be denied that 
the reasons actually assigned must be taken as disclosing the true 
reasons for the vote. I will now refer the reader to “Hansard,” 
vol. xiii. p. 1756. 

It is true that Lord Halifax, who led the debate, stated some 
objections to the arrangements respecting scholarships, and to the 
injury which the poor would suffer thereby. But nearly the whole 
of his speech was a complaint that the Church character of the schools 
was displaced ; and he denounced the scheme as one framed at the 
instance of persons outside the township acting for political and 
sectarian motives with the result of injuring the school, sacrificing 
the rights of the poor, and generally of injuring the cause of definite 
religious education. Lord Oranbrook dwelt strongly on the fact that 
the scheme of 1861 affixed a Church character to the school; but he 
did not say, doubtless had not observed, that it was made in obedience 
to the then ruling of the Court of Chancery, to which an appeal then lay 
in the case. The Charity Commissioners could not help themselves. But" 
the rule they followed is that which has been considered by Dissentem 
as an unjust usurpation, and which was directly struck at by the 
Endowed Schools Act. Lord Sandford took another objection to the 
scheme, of which I will only say that it was on a strictly legal point 
reserved by the Act for the decision of the Judicial Committee, and 
therefore improper for the House of Lords to act upon. 

It will be understood that I am not expressing, nor have I, any 
opinion as to the wisdom or expediency of making a scheme, or as to- 
the conduct of the combatants. I am confining inyc^lf to the on© 
question of the jurisdiction of the House of Lords, ard trying not to 
confuse it by irrelevant matter. Now, I think that anybody who 
reads the Barkisland debate will be of opinion that the main reason,, 
if not th© only one, for rejecting the scheme was that the distinctive 
Church teaching wQuld be displaced by other religious teaching of a 
more general kind. That is as much as to say that the Hpuse will 
review the decisions of the appointedj tribunals on the question 
whether an endowment is denominational or not, or that it will 
prevent any scheme being made if it considers that Church privileges 
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are encroached on by the obligatory provisions of the Endowed 
Schools Act. 

How far are those principles to be carried ? In the last case 
which I will mention, they have been carried very far ; perhaps as 
far as they can be. 

The Welsh Intermediate Education Act of 1889 has been a prolific 
source of the class of controversy now in (juestion. By that Act 
Education Committees ^^ere appointed for every county, and it is 
their duty to submit to the Charity Cbmmissiouers schemes for 
intermediate Question, and to specify the endowments to be included^ 
in each scheme. The machinery is that of the hlndowed Schools Act, 
only that when an endowment does not fall within the conditions of 
Section 19, the conscience clauses of the Welsh Act are more restrictive 
of denominational teaching. 

The Committee for Denbighshire submitted a scheme for a group of 
endowments among which was a grammar school at Ruthin. The 
governing body contended that it was a Church school. The Charity 
Commissioners decided otherwise, and assigned their reasons. There 
was no appeal from their judgment, which therefore became final for 
the occasion. • 

Two hostile motions were made in the House of Lords. One was 
by the Bishop of St. Asaph and was aimed against certain provisions 
concerning religious worship and teaching in hostels. These provi- 
sions were, I think, matters of discretion, quite free from any obliga- 
tory provisions of the Endowed Schools Act ; and therefore not within 
the scope of my observations. The motion was allowed without 
debate, because of the fate which attended the other and much more 
important motion. 

Lord Cross moved to exclude Ruthin School altogether from the 
scheme, and his motion was carried by a majority of 77 to 19. For 
the reasons I again look to Hansard,*' vol. xxv. p. 1438. This case 
is simpler than that of Barkisland, for not even a suggestion was made 
that any objection to the scheme existed except that the Charity Com- 
missioners were wrong in deciding that the endowments did not fall 
under sec. 19.^ • Lord Salisbury ridiculed the notion that the parties 
must follow *the statutory course — i.e., must either abide by the 
decision of the Cjiarity Commissioners or take the case to the Privy 
Council. That, he says, is too expensive. But he was equally pre- 
pared to overrule a decision of the Privy Council. Injustice, he said, 
might be done by a strict interpretation of the law. And he boldly 
claimed that because the power of the House ta address the Crown 
ag&inst the scheme is given in general terms, they are justified in 
rejecting schemes against which no offence is alleged except that they 
are formed in obedience to tlie Endowed Schools Act. 

Of cdurse it will happen, whenever the law makes a distinction be- 
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tween classes of cases, that there are cases which fall very close to the 
line, whether one side or the other, and Lord Salisbury has now de- 
clared it to be right that when in such cases the decjision of the 
appointed tribunals is against the Church, relief shall be given by an 
assembly strongly biassed in its favour, and manned partly by high 
officers of the Church who carry deserved weight in its' debates. It 
is all very well to talk of nice cases, and technical points, and of in- 
justice produced by strict law. Those things can easily be found in 
any case by those who want to find them. To remove such questions 
from legal treatment and to place them in the midst of a political 
assembly is a dangerous thing at best, and when the political 
assembly is all on one side, is certain to work injustice, and before 
long to create great irritation. It seems to me, speaking with^all 
due respect, to be an usurpation and an abuse of the power given to 
object to schemes. Schemes may be justly objected to oh’ fin*iDcia^ 
educational, and other grounds ; but to object to them on grounds 
expressly reserved to other judgments is a decided encroachment on 
the law. 

Let us just see in what position this endowment is placed. The 
Charity Commissioners cannot make a scheme except in one of two 
ways : either they must apply the Conscience Clauses or not. If they 
apply them the House of Lords rejects the scheme. If they do not, 
and if the scheme does not fall within sec. 19, it is illegal, and may 
be the subject of appeal by some aggrieved party. Of course it is 
possible that the knot might be cut by the Judicial Committee taking 
a different view of the law. But as the legal decision stands at pre- 
sent, the action of the House has produced a deadlock. No scheme 
can be made at all. That may suit the views of those who think 
that any alteration must be for the worse. But it is destructive of 
the intentions of the Acts of Parliament which have been passed for 
Welsh education. It would seem as though some of the Peers were 
bent, as some of the School Boards are, on re-opening in detail the 
controversies that, as we had hoped, were closed in principle by the 
temperate and beneficent legislation of 1869 and 1870. 

It cannot be said that upon these schemes there is a divergence 
between the two Houses, because the opinion of the House of Com- 
mons has not been pronounced. But nobody vontu; ed to attack such 
schemes in the House of Commons. And the cases show how hazardous 
it is to set a non-reforming body to control the administration of 'an 
essentially reforming measure. It is the innumerable small reforms, 
constantly sought for as need arises, which keep the social organism 
s^eet and healthy, and obviate the necessity for great radical changes 
all at one time. If they are dammed up by some antipathetic body 
which has the legal power of stoppage, discontent is sure to 
accumulate in a mass not easy to deal with. If the House of Lords 
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interferes, in matters neVer intended' for a political assembly, if it 
refuses reasonable reforms without taking the trouble to learn what 
they are, if it uses its legal power to defeat or delay, plans which have 
won their way to the approval of the representative bodies concerned 
with them, then it is clear that the forms of the Constitution no longer 
answer to the forces forking in it, and a wise statesman will seek to 
readjust them. .. ^ 

‘ But ‘how is the thilig to be done ? That is a question to try 
any man’s statesmanship; and all the statesmanship in the world 
wUl not do it unless the bulk of the nation is first convince^ 
that [ it ought to be done, and is ready to supply the requisite 
political force. Suppose the political force to be there, is th« 
H6use of Lords to be abolished ? That is lightly talked of, and of 
course to many minds the most sweeping operation seems the easiest, 
and for the mere purpose of clearing the ground it probably is so. 
But we have to consider the alternative. We want a great amount of 
legislation, and we want our laws turned out in a workable state. 
Now the composition and procedure of the House of Commons is such 
that it does ^ot infrequently turn out some very rough work, which 
even its well-wishers are glad to have an opportunity of reviewing. 
It is impossible to deny that through hurry, through inadvertence, 
through excess of work, through weariness of long combat, through 
casual combinations of different groups of men. Bills may pass which 
it is very desirable to reconsider, and which any body of responsible 
men would think it right to modify or reject, and in so doing would 
meet with general support. I am not afraid t])at great alterations 
would be ^carried by a hasty rush through the House of Commons ; 
knowing well how many long years of hard labour must be given and 
how many minds must be convinced and set in motion before a reform 
of any magnitude can even get a hearing. The House of Commons 
does not act in most matters till the nation has been persuaded, and 
then it acts with a velocity which might without public detriment be 
greater. But I am afraid of a number of small mistakes ; and I have 
never heard any suggestion of a corrective machinery in the House 
of Commons itself likely to be so efficacious as a Second Chamber. 

Then hovT shall we prevent the Second Chamber from becoming 
obstructive ? In-order to be efficient, a power to review must include 
a power to reject when necessary; indeed “ amendments so-called^ 
may, and frequently have been, so applied as to amount to 
destruction. It would probably be idle, and certainly undesirable, to- 
, limit the area of review. But the power may be effectually controlled 
by providing that when it has been exercised to some prescri|)ed 
extent it shall not prevent the passing of the measure reviewed. If 
it were provided that after (say) a second rejection by the Peers of 
meaaufte passed by the Commons, or a second alteration of it, the 
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Commons should Imve power to. resolve that the meesni!^ ought to 
become law notwithstanding the opposition of the Peer| an(t if it 
were provided that the Commons should be the sole judges whether 
the measure was substantially the same as had been rejected or altered^ 
before ; and if it were provided that upon such a resolution of the^. 
Commons the Royal assent might be given to the measure and so it 
should become law ; and if similar arrangements were made with’ 
regard to schemes or other sub-legislative mat*;er3, we should see thef 
will of the majority prevail, when it ought to prevail, without ruinous 
delay or ,Btormy agitation. , 

/)f course the exact amount of power given to the Commons, and 
the exact occasion for its exercise, will be the subject of very careful 
discussion when it is determined that a step in that direction shall be 
taken. I am only stating here hypothetically so much detail as is 
necessary to make my meaning clear. We have not yet reached the 
time for the discussion of details, nor can I personally expect even to 
take part in such a discussion, though rny juniors will. 

Of course we shall be told, wo are already being told, of the great 
danger of an absolute and tyrannical House of Commons, of reducing 
the House of Lords to a nonentity, and all the other da^igers, real or 
chimerical, which are always conjured up to frighten people away 
from any large reform. The notion of a tyrannical House of Com- 
mons seems to me purely chimerical. There is nothing which the 
country would be more quick to resent than high-handed and unjust 
proceedings there, and even if the members of the House were dis- 
posed so to act, they would be checked by the knowledge that they 
must j ustify themselves to their constituents. It is not proposed that 
the House of Commons should be unalterable as the House of Lords 
now is. Of course the House of Commons, like any other assembly, 
may occasionally act in passion, or in ignorance. But their tyranny, 
to be injurious, must be deliberately continued over a long period. 
The action of the House of Lords, supposing that it does not aid and 
abet tho tyranny, will give it pause. In the meantime the oppressed 
minority will be making their case known through the length and 
breadth of the land. Even in tho House of Commons itself it is 
impossible to look forward to a time when either of tne two great 
parties, the progressive and the stationary, will fod to have able 
champions, and at least a strong minority ; or when there will not be 
men of independent thought and weighty character who will carry 
their aid to the oppressed. 

We have plenty of experience to guide us on this point. The Com- 
mons are uncontrolled by the Peers in their votes which entail the 
dismissal of Ministers, and in money Billjk When has it ever been 
alleged that they have acted tyrannicallydn such matters ? Possibly 
the Duke of Devonshire would tell us that they have acted tyratitnically 
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in enacting the Death Duties, but then his countrymen do not agree 
with him, and if this is the sort of tyranny that is contemplated, they 
will not be alarmed at the prospect of it. The Commons act under 
great responsibility in these matters. They may sometimes act in a 
sudden, ‘unexpected way for a single vote. But they are liable to be 
dismissed, and if thek* mood should not be found to answer to the 
drift of thought in the nation, they may be disowned by their con- 
stituents, as actually haupened in a striking way in 1857, when Lord 
Palmerston was censured in the matter of Jhe war with China. 

Neither would the House of Lords become a nonenity. It would, 
as I believe, retain great power in guiding legislative action. Know^"^ 
ing that they could no.t ultimately defeat popular measures, the Peers 
would have less temptation to look at them merely with regard to 
their eflEect on political parties. They would be relieved of the 
Uncertain# question whether they ought to vote according to their 
individual judgment on the merits, or according to the strength of 
the popular demand. A good deal of timidity which now springs 
from that uncertainty would disappear. They would be less prone to 
carry “ amendments calculated not to forward the objects of the 
measure but to thwart them, they would be more likely to look with 
a single eye to the good working of the new law. When overruled, 
they would be so in due course of business, as a judge is. They 
would not have to pass under the yoke of humiliation, as they now 
are, from the application of political pressure, or in plain English 
fears that something worse will happen, to make them pass into law 
something that they disapprove. And they would hold a very power- 
ful and dignified position. The power of compelling the House of 
Commons to reconsider its decisions, or to consider supplementary or 
qualifying suggestions, is a great one. If exercised in a fair spirit by 
a body of able and experienced statesmen, it would without doubt 
often prevail. The House of Commons would be placed in a position 
of great responsibility. > All serious statesmen would desire that a 
measure should be passed by two Houses rather than by one. Many 
in the House of Commons would agree with the views of the Lords. 
Many again who doubted, or even who difiEered, would yield for the 
sake of seeuxing joint action. Of course, if the Peers rejected or 
altered in a petubint and hostile spirit, they would not be seriously 
considered by the* Commons. But I always protest against trying 
proposed reforms on the hypothesis that people will act unreasonably. 
It is a false hypothesis. The great probability is that an assembly 
set to perform such functions as would then belong to the House of 
Lords would bring skilled and calm judgment to bear upon them. It 
would then be a serious business for the Commons to take the law- 
making into their own han^s ; and it is at least conceivable that they 
would not do so except in those cases in which the opinions of those 
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who are drawn from the Few will always be^ found opposed to those 
who are drawn from the Many. 

If this reform could be effected, if the House of Lords could be 
placed in a position, not of such entire subordination as it now occu- 
pies with respect to finance, but of ultimate subordination to the 
persistent views of the popular House, othejf reforms would be of 
minor importance, indeed of very little importance so far as regards 
the danger of the present situation. But the constitution of a 
good Second Chamber, some would still be ol great importance. 

The right to be a law-giver by inheritance is an outgrowth on 
t]je original scheme of the House of Lords, has now become an 
anacrhronism, and indeed having regard to the grounds for creating 
'Peers, an absurdity. I conceive that it would greatly strengthen the 
House of Lords to put an end to all hereditary rights of legislation 
(except perhaps in the very peculiar case of the Koyal Family), and 
to make it a working body, not liable to irruptions of inexperienced 
men whipped up for special political combats. Each member 
should hold his position for life or during some office. There has 
been much controversy about life peers. Whether, if introduced 
forty years ago, they would have moulded the character of the House 
so far as to avoid existing complications, cannot now be judged, for 
the attempt was met by the House in a spirit of extreme hostility, 
and, by an act which I have always thought to be one of great 
political violence, and of very doubtful legality. I believe there is 
now common agreement that Life Peers ought to have been created 
long ago, and ought to be created now in large numbers. It is quite 
too late to propose such a plan as a sufficient remedy for existing needs, 
though not too late to propose it as a supplement to other reforms. 

The House should have enough members to man its Committees, 
and to supply sufficient variety of thought and experience to its debates, 
and to give weight to its decisions. If there were (say) from 200 to 
250 men appointed for life or ex ojicio to serve in the House, it 
would probably make as strong a body as the nation would want. 
Then members should be allowed to resign their seats at will, and all 
peers not in the House of Lords should be quite free to enter the 
House of Commons. » 

I have often seen it suggested that the House of ^Lords should be 
an elected body. I hardly know why, except that the American 
Senate is so. But that Senate has a definite basis to rest upon, 
which represents a great and distinct power in the nation — viz., the 
basis of separate States. In this country we have nothing of that 
kind, nor do I know of any constituency, nor can I imagine any, 
which would draw the House of Lords from a separate class, and yet 
which would not increase, instead of lessening, the friction that now 
exists. 
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To my mind, no mode of appointing Papers of Parliament is nearly 
as good as the present mode — viz., appointment by the Crown. It 
must be remembered that the choice of the Crown is the choice of its 
responsible Ministers, and that they again represent in turn the two 
principal parties in the State. Party motives for appointments, in 
the sense of merely getting votes, would be reduced to a minimum, 
because the votes would not give ultimate victory. Party motives in 
the sense of bestowing rewards on partisans, would be amply satisfied 
by social advancement, by peerages not rec^uiring the labour, of legis- 
lation, garters, stars, baronetcies, knighthoods, and so forth. There 
would remain the best of party motives, the desire of having vi^r='j"^ 
sympathetic with one’s own ably supported, and of gaining crec^ru' by 
the choice of good servants for the nation. The Ministry of the day 
would have the strongest motives to appoint men of ability, expe- 
rfence, Aui willingness to work. They could not afford to put in 
dummies. To bind them down to appoint from categories* of specified 
callings would only hamper them, Free and uncontrolled choice 
among all the Queen’s subjects would be most likely to man the 
House of Lords well. 

Now, it is Vften said, but without much reflection I think, that 
the predominance of the House of Commons can be effected by a 
resolution of that House; and reference is made to its power over 
money Bills. That power, which has now become an integral part of 
the Constitution, was established, it is true, by acquiescence of the 
Peers after resolutions by the Commons. But then the Peers pass 
the money Bills, as they pass every other statute. The Courts that 
enforce the law see that a statute is passed in due form, and they 
look no further. But suppose that the Peers refused to pass a Bill 
for a new tax, it could not be levied. Por if any one refused to pay, 
and was sued, the judges would ask where is the law that orders him 
to pay. And if they could only find something resting on a resolution 
of the House of Commons, they would dismiss the case. If then, as 
is more than likely, the Peers stand upon the present constitutional 
practice, and refuse to depart from it, how is your House-of-Commons 
law to be enforced ? It could only be enforced by some extra-legal 
coercion applied directly to the Courts of Justice; and I doubt 
whether the most* violent political partisan on the popular side would 
approve such a ruinous proceeding as that. I think it will be seen 
that, though a resolution of the Commons may be the best way of 
mapping out a political campaign, it can do no more, and that the 
battle must be fought at the polls, to induce the Peers to consent to 
some adequate reform, under peril of seeing their party defeated and 
deprived of influence in th^ country. 

Another resource often invoked is the power of the Crown to create 
Peers. That has not been done for nearly two centuries. When it 
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was last done, twelve creations were siijfficient to give the required 
majority. It was threatened sixty years ago, at the time of the 
Reform Bill, after which the Peers gave way. But the Whig states- 
men who used the threat knew that it was a great strain on the 
Constitution, and only made up their minds to it when the country 
was full of commotion, and very near the brink of civil war. To 
swamp the House of Lords now would require 500 or 600 new Peers. 
It would be strongly resisted; and I cahilot conceive that any 
Minister would take such a course without haVing at his back such a 
preponderating weight of national strength as would . enable him to 
tu.)r,e the easier and more obvious course of inducing the Peers to pass 
a Biru 

The paramount object then to strive fon is : to provide some legal 
method by which, in case of prolonged differences between the two 
Houses, the opinion of the popular House shall be made to*preva)l in 
measures other than money Bills. And, omitting minor points, the 
subsidiary objects are : first, the discontinuance of hereditary legis- 
lators ; and secondly, free nomination by the Crown of any person to 
serve as a Peer of Parliament for life or during oflSce. 

I wish it to be remarked that no one of these objects is new to 
the British Constitution, unless it be the particular form in which it 
is proposed that the Commons shall pass a contested measure. That 
liowever is but form and detail. In point of substance the pre- 
dominance of the Commons is matter of familiarity with us. It is 
exercised in the offensive form of compelling the Peers to pass laws 
which they think injurious; to cry ‘‘Content” when they are not 
content ; to “ stand in his presence humble, and receive strict laws 
imposed .... and to sing forced Hallelulas ” The form I now 
propose’i^only the necessary outcome of an honest difference of opinion 
betwe^pli stronger authority and a weaker, by which the stronger 
will iMcon its own^ judgment after due and careful regard to the views 
of the v/eaker. Nobody is humiliated by that. 

So with regard to hereditary lawgivers : the House of Lords has 
existed without them ; it existed for centuries, during the period of 
its greatest power, with a majority of Life Peers, unless, indeed, the 
Prelates are to be ranked as ex-officio Peers. And as to' 'recruitment, 
the will of the Crown is the recognised constitutional method. 

I am well aware that the antiquity and tried efficiency of the 
principles will not prevent eager opponents from crying out against 
newfangled and revolutionary inventions, because that is always done 
on these occasions. But perhaps cautious and thoughtful men will 
take heart by reflecting that we do not rely on theory alone, but on 
experience also. • 

That the struggle for such a reform will be most arduous and pro- 
longed it is impossible to doubt. Behind the House of Lords stand 
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the ‘‘ interests” ; that is, the powerful interests of wealth and privilege, 
whose possessors cannot bear to be meddled with, .and yet which tho 
growing popular forces see more clearly year by year that it is the 
interest of the nation at large to control or modify : the Established 
Churches, the liquor trades, the City and Guilds of London, the 
dominant caste of entaril and primogeniture, the great landowners, and 
the great monopolists. Add to them the cranky-headed men who, 
professihg the desire fo^ reform, do all they can to hinder it, unless 
it is laid out in every jot and tittle according to their own fancies ; 
perhaps not a very numerous class, but a troublesome one. Add, 
again, the classes — numerous in all ranks, and of overwhelming 
portion in the richer ranks — of those who from steady con'. Action 
distrust and fear the growth of popular forces, or who from tradition 
or association always place themselves in opposition to every demand 
fl*om thjp popular side. Such forces as these make up a formidable 
army, very strong in numbers, and stronger still in money, organisa- 
tion, and ability, both literary and political. Still it is diflicult to 
doubt that the mass of electors are much more numerous, if only they 
choose to bestir themselves. They will do so with effect when they 
see how distressing and dangerous the present posture of things is, 
and how reason and experience alike point to reform. That, unless 
I mistake, will require time, and hard work, and courage, and patience 
under reverses. So it behoves all who are clear in their minds that 
the welfare of our country is best promoted by the free and healthy 
growth of popular forces, and that the obstacles raised by the House 
of Lords thereto are irritating to the extent of danger, to bring homo 
those beliefs to the electorate — each in his own way and as it is given 
to him — by quiet exposition, close argument, eloquence, organising 
power, zeal, and weight of character ; trying not to exaggerate or to 
extenuate, but striving in patient and hopeful persistence until tho 
truth prevails. 


IIOBHOUSi:. 



WALTER PATER; A PORTRAIT. 


F ew recent events can have surprised and saddened the sincere 
lovers of literature tnore than the death, in middle life, of 
Walter Pater. A peculiar vexation, so to speak, was added to the 
natural grief such a loss must have caused, by the strange inexactitude, 
in matters of detail, which marked almost all the notices of his career 
which appeared at the time. In most of these notices, it is true, 
there was manifested a wish to pay homage to one of the most 
exquisite, the most self-respecting, the most individual prose-writers 
of the age ; but knowledge, especially of his earlier years and intel- 
lectual development, was lacking. He was one who never had tempted 
the interviewer, who had never chatted to the press about himself,, 
and facts regarding him were not at that abrupt moment forthcoming* 
How far accidents of time and place were responsible for aiding this 
condition of things it were now perhaps idle to speculate. The fame- 
of Walter Pater will not be wrecked on the holiday of an editor or- 
the indolence of a reporter. It is grounded on the respect which 
has not yet failed to follow pure and distinguished excellence in the 
art of writing. As years go on, he will more and more find his 
admirers, the rescuers of his renown. A subtle and penetrating essay 
by Mr. Lionel Johnson (in the Fortiiiylitly Review for last September) 
has already pointed the way to those whose business it will be to 
detect Pater’s influence upon his age, and to illustrate the individual 
merits of his style. In the following pages an attempt will be made 
to present the facts of the uneventful careei of the author of 
“ Marius,” so oddly travestied at the moment of his death, with some 
regard to continuity and truth. In preparing this sketch, I have 
had the encouragement and the help of the surviving members of his 
family, without whose co-operation I should not have undertaken 
such a task. 

I. 

A very considerable interest attaches to the parentage of Walter 
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i^Ater. His family was of Dutch extraction, his immediate ancestors 
having, it is believed, come over from the Low Countries with William 
of Orange. It was said, and our friend loved to believe it, that the 
court-painter, Jean Baptiste Pater, the pupil of Watteau, was of the 
same stock. If so, the relationship ' must have been collateral and 
not direct, for when th^ creator of so many delicate files cham/pitres 
was painting in Flanders- -he died in 173G — the English Paters had 
already settled at OlnejJ, in Buckinghamshire, where they lived all 
through the eighteenth century, lleservei and shy, preserving many 
of their Dutch customs, they are described in family tradition as 
mixing little with their neighbours, and as keeping through sevg/>i?^ 
generations this curious custom, that, while the sons wer^ -»»x^ays 
brought up as Roman Catholics, the daughters were no less invariably 
trained in the Anglican faith. The father of Walter Pater quitted 
the Roman Church before his marriage, without adopting any other 
form of faith, and his two sons were the first Paters who were not 
brought up as Catholics. 

Towards the close of the eighteenth century, the poet Cowper was 
the fellow-townsman and the friend of the Dutch emigrants in Olney, 
and the family, long possessed some of his verses in his own manu- 
script. The son of the man who had known Cowper quitted the 
Buckinghamshire household, and went out to America. He settled in 
New York, associating chiefly with the Dutch colony in that city ; 
here his son, Richard Glode Pater, the father of the critic, was born. 
The family came back in the beginning of the present century, and 
settled at Shad well, on the north shore of the Thames, between Wappitog 
and Stepney, a situation now of extreme squalor, but eighty years 
ago still considered countrified and pleasant. Here, after his father’s 
death, Richard Glode l^ater continued to live, a medical practitioner 
working, mainly, for the love of them among poor folks in the East 
End, refusing to move into a more fashionable quarter, and despoiling 
himself of his patrimony by his constant benevolence. 

To the house in Sliadwell, Richard Glode Pater brought Maria 
Hill as his wife, and here were born to him four children, two of 
them sons, of whom Walter was the second. The elder son, William 
Thomson Patfer, adopted his father’s profession, and became the head 
of a large lunatio asylum. He died unmarried, on April 2l, 1887, 
at the age of fifty-two, “ quitting,^’ in his brother’s words, “ a useful 
and happy life.” In him, however, with the exception of a marked 
pleasure in being surrounded with pretty objects, not a single feature 
bad ever shown itself of the peculiar intellectual characteristics or 
tastes of his brother. The future critic was born, at Shadwell, on 
August 4, 1839, receiving Jthe names Walter Horatio, in compliment 
to a cousin who survives him. 

Richard Glode Pater died so early that his second son scarcely 
remembered him in later life. The mother and grandmother left the 
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house in Shadwell, and went to live with a sister of the former at 
Enfield, where the children were brought up. In the retired neigh- 
bourhood of Chase Side they took a house, which has since been 
pulled down ; it possessed a large, old-fashioned garden, in which the 
children found great delight. It would be an error to trace in the 
imaginary portrait called “ The Child in the House,” a definite picture 
of the early surroundings of Walter Pater. The existence a$ Enfield 
is hardly touched upon there, with the sole exception of the “ cry on 
the stair,” announcing the death of Florian Deleal’s father ; this, it 
appears, is a reminiscence of the decease, not of his father, but of his 
gu’^duiother, which was so announced to the household at Enfield. 
So iar diS “ The Child in the House ” depicts a veritable scene, it 
presents to us Fish Hall, near Hadlow, Kent, the residence of his 
godmother and cousin, Mrs. Walter H. May; this mansion, part of 
which was very old, was the favourite holiday-haunt of* the little 
Paters, and a place of mystery and romance to Walter. 

If, however, “ The Child in the House ” must be accepted very 
guardedly as giving an impression of the physical surroundings of 
Walter Pater’s childhood, much more of actual reminiscence has been 
put into Emerald Uthwart ” (a story not yet printed* in book-form).. 
The first elements of education were given at the private house of the 
head-master of the grammar-school at Enfield, but the earliest crisis 
of Pater’s life was the entrance into King’s School, Canterbury, at 
the age of fourteen. The “ old ecclesiastical city,” to which Emerald 
proceeds, is Canterbury, closely and exactly described, and the* 
features enumerated in the story — “the curiosities of the Precincts, 
the ‘ dark entry,’ the rich heraldries of the blackened and mouldering 
cloister, the ruined overgrown spaces where the old monastery stood, the 
stones of which furnished material for the rambling prebends’ houses ” 
— these were features at Canterbury which immediately impressed 
the imagination of the shy and sensitive little boy, and remained 
with him through life as having given him his earliest experience of 
msthetic pleasure. 

It seems probable that, on the whole, this part of “ Emerald 
Uthwart” may be taken as strictly autobiographical. Pater was 
happy at King’s School, in spite of his complete indifference to out- 
door games. In his first years at public school was very idle and 
backward, nor was it till he reached the sixth form that his faculties 
seemed really to awaken. He is remembered as rather a popular 
boy, and as years went on his unquestioned ability inspired respect. 
On the day of his funeral the Warden of Keble preached in the 
Cathedral of Canterbury, and was able to record, in touching phrases, 
the pride which the school had always felt in him, and Pater’s own 
persistent attachment to the school. From the first, and before he 
went to school, Walter had been considered the clever ” one of the 
family ; not specially precocious, he was always meditative and serious 
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— marked from the very first for the intellectual life. It is interesting 
to note that, quite without prompting from without, and while still 
at Enfield, all his thoughts were turned towards the Church. He loved 
best to organise a sort of solemn processional game, in which he took 
the part of bishop or cardinal. From the time when he first began to 
think of a future condition, his design was to be a clergyman ; never, 
curiously enough, a priest in the religion of his fathers, but in the 
Anglican ritual. Throughout life, it may here be said, even in his 
later days, when his thoughts turned back more and more to theo- 
logical pre-ocoupations, Walter Pater never had any serious leaning 
towards Rome. Yet there can be little question that the herit»,pf5of 
his ancestors, in their obstinate adhesion to Catholicism, had' much to 
do with his haunting sense of the value of the sensuous emblem, the 
]Xomp of colour and melody, in the offices of religion. These tenden- 
cies had received a great impetus while he was yet a little boy, and 
had not proceeded to Canterbury, from a visit he paid to a young 
friend who lived at ITursley. Here he* attracted the attention of 
Keble, who walked and talked much with him, and encouraged him 
in his religious aspirations. Peter retained through life a vivid 
recollection of 'chis saintly man, although he never saw him again. 

'Shortly before ho left school, as he was entering his twentieth year. 
Pater read “ ^Modern Painters,” and came very abruptly under the 
influence of Ruskin. The world of art was now for the first time 
opened to him. It is necessary at this point to refute an extra- 
ordinary fable, widely circulated at the time of his death, to the 
effect .that the finished and beautiful essay on “ Winckelmann ” was 
written, and even printed, while the author was a schoolboy at 
Canterbury. The idea is preposterous ; it was not until many years 
later that Pater became aware of the existence of the German critic, 
and his essay was composed and published long after he was a Fellow 
of Brasenose. It is singular, indeed, that he is not known to have 
made any attempt to write, either as a schoolboy or an undergraduate, 
his earliest essays being as mature in style as the author was mature 
in years. Pater made no painful experiments in authorship, or, if he 
did, he kept thfem to himself. He did not begin to practise the art 
of writing until he had mastered all its secrets. 

On June 11, l'^58, he entered Queen's College, Oxford, as a com- 
moner, with an exhibition from Canterbury ; and four years later, in the 
Michaelmas Term of 1862, he took his degree, gaining only a second 
class in Litercc Ilumaniores, Of these years of his undergraduate life it 
does not appear that there is much to reveal. In bare rooms, in the 
dim back quadrangle of his College, Pater worked quietly and unob- 
trusively, making few friends^ very shy and silent, hardly observed in 
the noisy Oxford life of thirty-five years ago. He was the pupil of Mr. 
W. W. Capes, now rector of Liphook, then bursar and tutor of Queen's, 
and amongst those very rare spirits who divined the man he was to be 
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was his earliest friend, Mr. Ingrain Bywater, now Regius Professor of 
Greek. It is not understood that daring these undergraduate days 
Pater’s mind, a seed slowly germinating in the darkness, showed much 
partiality for pure literature or for plastic art. He was fascinated 
mainly by the study of logic and metaphysic, which were his pastimes, 
while the laborious business of classical scholarship occupied all but 
his leisure mom^'uts. Whether any record of these silent years 
remains, even with the few friends who shared them, seems doubtful. 
Pater never kept a diary, larely wrote letters, and at this time offered 
no salient points for observation to seize upon. Yet, one far-seeing 
rii.p. had noted the peculiar originality of Pater’s temperament. 
Havli^g ‘n the ordinary course of his studies submitted some work to 
Jowett, that astute observer was so much struck with his power that 
he very generously offered to coach him for nothing. The offer was 
gratefully accepted, and Pater used to describe the thrill of gi at idea- 
tion, and, still more, of astonishment, which he experienced when 
Jowett said to him one day, as he was taking his leave : “ I think 
you have a mind that will come to great eminence.” Unhappily, 
some yefirs after there was a complete estrangeiner.t ot sympathy 
between Jowett and Pater. But it is pleasant to recorcUthat, in the last 
year of the life of each, it was removed, and that Jowett was among those 
who congratulated Pater most cordially on his “ J^latoand l^latonism.” 

In 1862 — his degree had been a disappointment — Pater, now three- 
and-twenty, took rooms in the High Street, Oxford, and road with 
private pupils. Of these Mr. 'l\ IT. S. Bscott has told us in his pleasant 
reminiscences of Oxford tliat he was one. Another pupil, of some- 
what later date, was Mr. Charles Lancelot Shadwell, now Fellow of 
Oriel, destined to become the most intimate of all l^ater’s friends, and 
now the guardian and editor of his papers. But still no definite aim 
seemed to have revealed itself to the future critic ; ho wfis reading 
and meditating deeply, but he had as yet no call to create. Time 
vrent by ; in 1864 Pater was elected a Follow of Brasenoso College, 
and went into residence there. With this change in his material 
existence, a change came over his mind. Ilis sympathies grew wider 
and more human, he became more of a student of poetry, he formed 
more friendships, and was more assiduous in their cultivation. At last, 
in 1866, at the age of twenty-seven, he ventured to write and to print 
a little essay, a note or fragment, on Coleridge. We may read this 
first expression of a new writer to-day in the “ Appreciations.” We 
ehall find little of the peculiar charm of the mature Pater. II is interest 
is solely in Coleridge, the metaphysician, the critic of thought ; that 
this same philosopher was an exquisite poet has not occurred to him, 
he positively forgets to mention the fact. As far as style is concerned, 
the little essay is correct and cold, without oddity, h'^t with little trace 
of the harmonious felicity which was about to develop. 

Vast is the change when we meet Walter Pater next. He had 
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come from school with a tendency to vllue all things German. The 
teaching of Jowett and of T. H. Green tended to strengthen this 
habit, but Mr. Capes warned him against its excess, and endeavoured, 
at first with but little success, to attract him to the lucidity and gaiety 
of French literature. Pater’s studies in philosophy now naturally 
brought him to Goethes, so massive an influence in the Oxford of that 
day, and the teaching of Goethe laid a deep impress upon his 
temperaihent, upon his whole outlook on the intellectual life. It was 
natural that one so doficatcly sensitive to the external symbol as 
was Pater should be prepared by the companionship of Goethe for ^he 
influence of a man who was Goethe’s master in this one direcbmjif' 
and it was to a spirit inflammable in the highest degree that i'.3ir?T866 
was laid the torch of Otto Jahn’s Life of Winckelmann, the “ Biogra- 
phische Aufsutze.” There was everything in the character and career 
of the great German restorer of Hellenic feeling to fascinate Pater, 
who seemed, through Ruskin, Goethe and Hegel, to have travelled to 
his true prototype, to the one personality among the dead which was 
completely in sympathy with his own. Pater, too, among the sand- 
hills of a spiritual Brandenburg, had held out arms of longing towards 
ideal beauty, revealed in physical or sensuous forms, yet inspired and 
interpenetrated with harmonious thought. The troubled feverish 
vision, the variegated and indeed over-decorated msthetic of Ruskin, 
had become wearisome to Pater — not simple enough nor sensuous 
enough. Winckelmann was the master he wanted, who could 
‘‘ finger those pagan marbles with unsinged hands, with no senso of 
shame or loss,” who could live serenely in a world of exquisite but 
abstract and colourless form ; ” and it was with the study of 
Winckelmann that he became himself a writer. 

His famous essay on “ Winckelmann ” was the result of this ne^\' 
enthusiasm. It was published in the Wcdminder Ttcmur for 
January 1867, the author being now in his twenty-eighth year. 
From this time Pater’s advance, though slow, was unbroken. Mr. 
John Morley having, in 1867, taken the editorship of the FortnUjlitlij 
Review^ called around him immediately a group of the most brilliant 
young men of the day. Walter Pater was in no undue haste to 
respond to thet 'appeal. In 1868, inventing a name which has since 
sunken into disrepute and even ridicule, he published an essay on 
“ ^Esthetic Poetry,^' in which the early work of Mr. William Morrie^ 
received prompt and judicious analysis. Then followed the series 
which are still so potent in their peculiar charm, the magnificent and 
most characteristic “ Notes on Lionardo de Vinci,” in November 
1869; the “Fragment on Sandro Botticelli ” in August 1870; the 
“Pico della Mirandula” ii^ October, and* the “Michelangelo” in 
November 1871. In 1873 most of these, and others, were published 
together in the memorable volume originally entitled “ Studies in the 
History of the Renaissance.” 
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At this point he becomes partly famous. We may look back over 
the years which followed his fellowship, and see that, with the accession 
of humanistic ideas, he had gradually lost all belief in the Christian 
religion. This was the point, in his whole career, at which he was 
furthest from the Anglican faith. His intention, on relinquishing the 
idea of entering the Church of England, had been to become a Unitarian 
minister. This also he had abandoned by l86 t. Hut that Pater’s 
interest in ecclesiastical matters was never ^really dead, and that it 
soon began to revive, is proved by an anecdote with which the Bishop 
of Peterborough obliges me. He remembers dining with him in 
in company with Bonamy Price. Conversation turned on 
eccle?. *'ical matters, and Pater passed on to a dreamy monologue 
about the beauty of the Reserved Sacrament in Homan churches, which 
“ gave them all the sentiment of a house where lay a dead friend.” 
This immediately aroused the Protestantism of Bonamy Price, and a 
theological discussion ensued which waxed so warm that Dr. Creighton 
had to suggest a retreat to the drawing-room. When ho came up 
for election at Brasenose it was as a non-clerical fellow — I think the first 
who ever was appointed there — that Pater took his place in the society. 
In the next year, in company with Mr. Shadwell, he pnid his first visit 
to Italy, and at Ravenna, Pisa, Florence, formed those impressions of 
the art of the Renaissance which were so powerfully io colour all his 
own future work as an artist. In 185H, when ho came to Oxford, 
his sisters had migrated to Heidelberg, and here it was his custom to 
spend the long vacation, making no friends among the Germans, how- 
ever, and never, in all those years, troubling himself to learn to speak 
their language. 


II. 

The costume of Walter Pater had been the ordinary academic dress 
of the don of the period, but in May 18G9 he Hashed forth at the 
Private View of the Royal Academy in a new top hat and a silk tie 
of brilliant apple-green. This little transformation marked a crisis; he 
was henceforth no longer a provincial philosopher, but a critic linked to 
London and the modern arts. Where he touched the lattei was through 
the pre-Raphaelites, especially through the extreme admiration he had 
conceived for the works of Mr. Burne-Jones, then much talked about, 
but rarely seen. At no time, I think, had he much personal know- 
ledge either of that painter or of Rossetti. With Mr. Swinburne he 
became about that date more intimate. The poet was a not un- 
frequent visitor in those years to Pater’s college rooms. To all young 
Oxford, then, the name of Mr. Swinburne* was an enchantment, and 
there used to be envious traditions of an upper wirfr{)w in Brasenose 
Lane thrown open to the summer night, and, welling forth from it, 
ft music of verse, which first outsang and then silenced the nightin- 



802 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


gales, protracting its harmonies until it disconcerted the lark himself 
at sunrise. 

After this, it is a notable instance of the art of sinking to record 
that I first set eyes on Pater in .1871, as he and Mr. Swinburne were 
dismounting from a hansom cab at Gabriel Rossetti’s door in Cheyne 
Walk. Almost unknown to the world, he was already an object of 
respect to me as the author of those “ Notes on Lionardo,” which had 
seemed to give a new asj^ct to the whole conception of Italian art. In 
1872 I w^as presented to him in the studio bf William Bell Scott ; it 
was not until the efirly months of 1874 that I first began to visit him 
at Oxford, and so opened a friendship which was never clouded fpji^ 
moment in the course of more than twenty years. From thi^'^oint, 
then, although my opportunities of seeing Pater, especially in 
Oxford, were but occasional, I can record something from personal 
knowledge® 

In 18()9, removing from Brasenose many of the pretty ol)jects and 
hric-a-hmc with which he had been the first man in Oxford to 
decorate college rooms, Pater furnished a little house in Norham 
Gardens, No. ? Bradmore Road, his sisters returning from Heidelberg 
to keep house for him. Once settled here, Pater blossomed out into 
considerable sociability, entertaining and being entertained in the 
cordial Oxford way. He had now a large circle of pleasant acquaint- 
ances ; I cannot remember that he had many intimate friends. Besides 
those whom I have mentioned already, I can but recall Mark Pattison, 
Dr. Mandell Creighton (now Bishop of Peterborough), and Miss Mary 
Arnold, soon to marry an accomplished young member of Pater^s own 
college, Mr. Humphry Ward. To these he would doubtless talk, to 
each in a different way, of the interests most deeply rooted in his 
heart, ‘‘ of charm, and lucid order, and labour of the file,” and to a 
very few London friends also. The rest of the world found him 
affable and acquiescent, already in those remote days displaying a 
little of that Renan manner which later on became emphasised, a 
manner which trifled gracefully and somewhat mysteriously with a 
companion not entirely in sympathy. 

Pater’s relation to the Rector of Lincoln was amusing. It was at 
once confiding and suspicious. “ Pattison is charming,” he used to 
murmur, “ when Ife’s good. Shall we go over and see if he is good 
this afternoon ? ” But he was worried by a certain wilfulness in the 
Rector ; he could prove to be so far from good, so absolutely naughty. 
I remember on one occasion — I think in the autumn of 1874 — when 
the Rector, on a visit at Bradmore Read, had been delicious; he had 
talked, in his most distinguished way, on a dozen rare and exquisite 
topics. He left, begging Rater to come to him next day, and kindly 
extending the in/itation to me. Accordingly we went, but the charm 
was broken. %. frivolous demon had entered into the Rector; he 
talked of croquet and of petticoats. [We went back, sad and silent, 
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to Bradmore Road, and, just as we reached home, Pater said, with 
solemn firmness, ‘‘ What Pattison likes best in the world, no doubt, 
is romping with great girls in the gooseberry-bushes ! ” 

The vacations in these years were very pleasant to Pater ; they were 
almost always spent abroad — in Prance, in the company of his sisters. 
He would walk as much as possible, scouring a neighbourhood for 
architectural featrres, and preserving these impressions of travel, which 
most of us lament to find so fugitive, with astonishing exactitude. He 
was no linguist, and French was the only language in which he could 
even make his wants understood. Although so much in Germany in 
}ii-\voutb, he could speak no German. When he was travelling he 
alwajfs left a place, if any one staying in the hotel spoke to him. He 
had no wish to be competent in modern languages ; he used to say : 
“ Between you and me and the post, 1 hate a foreigner,’* and when 
exotic persons of distinction threatened to visit Brasenose, 'Pater used 
to disappear until ho was sure that they had gone. He loved the 
North of Prance extremely, and knew it well, lie was always plan- 
ning a series of studies on the great ecclesiastical towns of France, 
yet wrote no more than a couple of these — on Amiens ;nid on Vezelay. 
So eagerly did he prosecute these holiday tours, that he habitually 
overwalked himself, thus losing much of tho benefit which he might 
otherwise have gained from the only form of exercise he ever indulged 
in. I note, in a letter of 1877, describing a visit to Azay-le-Rideau, 
this characteristic sentence : “ We find always great pleasure in adding 
to our experiences of these French places, and return always a little 
tired indeed, but with our minds pleasantly full of memories of stained 
glass, old tapestries, and new wild flowers.” These excursions rarely 
extended further than the centre of France, but once, I think in 1882, 
Pater went alone to Home, and spent the winter vacation there. He 
could ill endure exciting travel, or too rapid hurrying from one 
impressive place to another. His eye absorbed so slowly, and his 
memory retained what he saw so completely, that to be shown too 
much was almost physical pain to him, and yet he was always inflicting 
it upon himself. 

Some time after I knew him first, tliat entertaining skit, The New 
llepublic,*’ was produced, and achieved great popular success. Pater 
had his niche in this gallery of caricatures, under the title of Mr. Rose. 
It has been represented that he suffered violent distress from this 
parody of his style and manner, that it caused him to retire from 
society and to abandon the prosecution of literature. Nothing in the 
world could bo further from the truth. He thought the portrait a 
little unscrupulous, and he was discomposed by the freedom of some 
of its details. But he admired the clererness and promise of the 
book, and it did not cause him to alter his mode or thought in 

the smallest degree. He was even flattered, for he was an author 
much younger and more obscure than most of those who were satirised, 
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and he was sensible that to be thns distinguished was a compliment. 
What he liked less, what did really ruffle him, was the persistence with 
which the newspapers at this time began to attribute to him all sorts, 
of “ aesthetic*' follies and extravagances. He said to me, in 1876 : 

“ I wish. they wouldn't call me ‘ a hedonist' ; it produces such a bad 
effect on the minds of people who don't know Greek." And the direct 
result of all these journalistic mosquito-bites was the suppression 
of the famous “ Conclu; 3 ion " in the second [(1877) edition of his 
Renaissance." ^ 

The source ^of his very long silence, for twelve years divided his^ 
second book from his first, I hardly know, unless it be attributg^<^ 
the painful slowness of his methods of composition, and his^^^eme 
solicitude for perfection of style. At last, in February, 1885, was 
published his romance of ‘‘ Marius the Epicurean," the work by which, 

I believe^ Pater will pre-eminently be known to posterity. In the 
meantime had appeared, in the Fortnifjhtly Rcviev'y several of those 
Greek studies, on Demetor and Persephone, on the Marbles of /Bgina 
and the like, which Mr. Shad well now promises in a posthumous 
volume ; “ The Child in the House," too, in its earliest form, belongs 
to 1878, though 4 first published as a book in the summer of the present 
year. The success of “ Marius " was as great as that of a book so 
grave and strenuous could be. Tn 1887 Rater followed it by a series 
of four ‘‘Imaginary Portraits," studies in philosophic fiction, one of 
Vi^hich, “ Denys I'Auxerrois," displays the peculiarities of his style with 
more concentrated splendour than any other of his writings. In 1889 
he collected some of his miscellaneous critical studies into a volume 
called “ Appreciations, with *an Essay on Style." In 1893 he pub- 
lished his highly finished college lectures on “ I'lato and Platonism " 
in a volume of rare dignity and humanistic beauty. Finally, in the 
early summer of 1891, “The Child in the House” was issued from 
the Oxford Press of Mr. Daniel, as a precious toy for bibliomaniacs. 
This list of publications practically .resumes the events in Pater's life 
through twenty years. 

During that period the household was moved once, in 1886, to 
Kensington, and again, in 1893, back to Oxford, where he fitted up a 
house in St. Giles. But, all the while. Pater's real home was in his 
rooms at Brasenos’^. where he passed a quiet, cloistered, and laborious 
existence, divided between his college duties and his books. His 
later years were comforted by a great deal of consideration and 
affection from those around him ; noiseless, as he was, and in a sense 
unexhilarating, he became increasingly an object of respectful admira- 
tion to young Oxford men, whom, on his'part, he treated with the most 
courteous indulgence. Of this generation, one disciple came to proffer 
a tribute of heror/irorship, and remained to become an intimate friend ; 
this was the Kev. F. W. Bussell, now fellow of Brasenose, whose 
tender solicitude did much to render tljie latest of Pater’s years agree* 
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able to him. Pater acted for some time as dean and tutor of his college, 
entering assiduously into the councils and discipline of the society, but 
he never accepted, if indeed it were ever offered, any university office. 
He shrank from all multiplication of responsibility, from ^anything 
which should break in upon the sequestered and austere simplicity of 
his life. As time went on, a great change came over his relation to 
religious matters. When I had known hifti first he was a pagan, 
without any guide but that of the personal conscience ; years brought 
gradually with them a greater and greater longing for the supporting 
solace of a creed. His talk, his habits, became more and more 
theological, and it is my private conviction that, had he lived a few 
yearjivi^niger, he would have taken orders and a small college living in 
the country. 

Report, which found so much to misrepresent in a life so orderly 
and simple, has erred. even as to the place and occasion oShig deafh. 
He was taken ill with rheumatic fever in the month of June of this 
year, being, as he remained to the end, nob in college, but with his 
sisters in their house in St. Giles. He was recovering, and was well 
enough to be busy upon a study on “ Pascal,’^ which he has left nearly 
completed, when, in consequence of writing too close to an open 
window, pleurisy set in and greatly reduced his strength. Again he 
seemed 'convalescent, and had left his room, without ill-effect, on 
July. 29, when, repeating the experiment next day, the action of the 
heart failed, and he died, on the staircase of his house, in the arms 
of his sister, at ten o’clock on the morning of Monday, July 30, ISO t. 
Had he lived five days longer, he would have completed his fifty-fiftli 
year. He was buried, in the presence of many of his oldest friends, 
in the beautiful cemetery of St. Giles at Oxford. 

HI. 

When Pater was first seized with an ambition to write, the indi- 
viduals of his own age with whom he came into competition were 
mainly poets. Those wore the early days of Gabriel and Christian 
Rossetti, of Morris, of Swinburne ; and most of the still younger men • 
made their first steps in the field of verse, however far they might after- 
wards diverge from it. Pater, in this nest of singing-birds, resolved 
to be in prose no less painstaking, no less elaborrt.^ no less bound by 
rule and art than the poets wore. He is to be distinguished from 
those who had so much to say that their speech was forced out of 
them in a torrent, nor less from those whose instinct led them to 
bubble forth in periods of a natural artless grace. If we take these 
symbols of a mountain-stream or of a fountain for other prose-writers 
who have won the ear of the public with little then for Pater 

the appropriate image seems the artesian well, to the contents 

of which, strata of impermeable clay must be laboiibusly bored. It 
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was not that there was any lack of material there, nor any doubt 
about the form it must take when it emerged, but that it was so 
miraculously deep down and hard to reach. I have known writers of 
every degree, but never one to whom the act of composition was such 
a travail and an agony as it was to Pater. 

In his earlier years the labour of lifting the sentences was so 
terrific that any one with less fortitude would have entirely aban- 
doned the effort. I recollect the writing of the opening chapters of 
“ Marius,” and the stress that attended it — the intolerable languor 
and fatigue, the fevers and the cold fits, the grey hours of lassitude 
and insomnia, the toil as at a deep petroleum well when the oil 
refuses to flow. With practice, this terrific effort grew A 

year ago I was reminding him of those old times of storm and stress, 
and he replied, Ah ! it is much easier now. If I live long enough, 
no doubt I shall learn quite to like writing.” The public saw the 
result of the labour in the smooth solidity of the result, and could 
suppose, from the very elaboration, that great pains had been taken. 
How much pains, very few indeed can have guessed ! 

It may be of interest to record the manner in which this most self- 
conscious and 'artistic of prose-w^riters proceeded. First of all, another 
pretty fable must be knocked on the head. It has been said, and 
repeated, that Pater composed his best sentences without any relation 
to a context, and wrote them down on little squares of paper, ready 
to stick them in at appropriate and effective places. This is nonsense ; 
it is quite true that he used such squares of paper, but it was for a 
very different purpose. He read with a box of these squares beside him, 
jotting down on each, very roughly, anything in his author which 
struck his fancy, either giving an entire quotation, or indicating a 
reference, or noting a disposition. He did not begin, I think, any 
serious critical work without surrounding himself by dozens of these 
little loose notes. When they were not direct references or cita- 
tions, they were of the nature of a mcnwria Icchnica. Here is an 
example : 

‘‘ Something about the gloomy Byzantine archit., belfries, solemn night 
come in about the birds attracted by the Towers.’^ 

Here is another : 

“?did he suppose predestination to have taken place, only after the 
Fall?” 

These papers would be placed about him, like the pieces of a 
puzzle, and when the right moment came the proper square would 
serve as a monitor or as a guide. 

Having prepared his box of little squares, he would begin the 
labour of actual compositioi^ and so conscious was he of the modifi- 
cations and additions which would supervene that he always wrote on 
ruled paper, leaving each alternate line blank. Mr. Austin Dobson 
reminds me that Goldsmith did the same. On this broad canvas of 
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alternate lines, then, Pater would slowly begin to draw his cpmposition, 
the cartoon of what would in time be a finished essay. In the first 
draft the phrase would be a bald one ; in the blank alternate line he 
would at leisure insert fresh descriptive or parenthetical clauses, other 
adjectives, more exquisitely related adverbs, until the space was filled. 
It might then be supposed that the MS. was complete. Far from it ! 
Cancelling sheet by sheet, Pater then began to copy out the whole — 
as before, on alternate lines of copy-book pages ; this revise was 
treated in the same way — corrected, enlarged, interleaved, as it were, 
with minuter shades of feeling and more elaborate apparatus of 
parenthesis. 

Nii^wonder that certain disadvantages were 'attendant upon the 
excepsive finish of such a style. It is not possible to work in this 
way, with a cold hammer, and yet to avoid a certain deadness and 
slipperiness of surface. Pater s periods, in attaining their Igng-drawn 
harmony and fulness, were apt to lose vigour. Their polish did not 
quite make up for their languor, for the faintness and softness which 
attended their slow manipulation. ' Verse will bear an almost endless 
labour of the file ; prose, as the freer and more spontnneous form, is 
less happy in subjection to it. ‘‘ Whati long sentences Plato writes ! 
Pater says in his “ Platonism,” and no doubt Plato might return the 
compliment. The sentences of the Oxford critic are often too long, 
and they are sometimes broken-backed with having had to bear too 
heavy a burden of allusion and illustration. His style, however, was 
his peculiarity. It had beautiful finalities, if we have to confess that 
it had the faults of those qualities. It was highly individual ; it 
cannot be said that he owed it to any other writer, or that at any 
period of his thirty years of literary labour he faltered or swerved 
from his own path. He was to a high degree self-centred. Pater 
did not study his contemporaries ; last summer he told mo that he 
had read scarcely a chapter of Mr. Stevenson and not a lino of Mr. 
Kipling. I feel, from what I hear about them,” he said, ‘^that they 
are strong ; they might lead mo out of my path. I want to go on 
writing in my own way, good or bad. I should be afraid to read 
Kipling, lest he should come between me and my page next time I 
sat down to write.” It was the excess of a very native and genuine 
modesty. He, too, was strong, had he but known it, strong enough 
to have resisted the magnets of contemporary lifcyle. Perhaps his 
own writing might have grown a little simpler and a little more 
supple if he had had the fortitude to come down and fight among his 
fellows. 

IV. 

Walter Pater was one of those disexeet spiriCS who, like Gray, 
“ never speak out.” He was cautions, reserved, \nd shy in his 
reUtious even with his friends; he ‘ seemed to possess no medium 
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through which to approach them very closely. An extremely 
affectionate disposition took the place of expansiveness, and the 
young people who in later years gathered around him mistook the 
one for the other. Each found in Pater what he brought ; each saw 
in that patient, courteous, indulgent mirror a pleasant reflection of 
himself. The inaccessibility of Pater is another of those fables which 
has to be destroyed; no* one was less a hermit, no one was more easily 
amused or better pleased to bid a congenial companion welcome. He 
was an assiduous host, a gracious listener*; but who could tell what 
was passing behind those half-shut, dark-grey eyes, that courteous 
and gentle mask ? He liked the human race, one is inclined to say, 
liked its noise and neighbourhood, if it were neither too loud^i^r too 
near, but his faith in it was never positive, nor would he trust it to 
read his secret thoughts. 

* I hav,e Already suggested his likeness to Renan in the attitude of 
his mind. The great Frenchman has described, in his autobiography, 
the tendency which led him to refrain from opposition and argument, 
and to bow the head in the convers*ational house of Rimmon. Walter 
Pater had these concessions, mere escapes of the soul from undue 
pressure, and he had, too, quite unconsciously, some of the very tricks 
of speech of Renan — especially the “ no doubt ” that answered to the 
Frenchman’s incessant n’en doutez pas.^’ With natures like his, 
in which the tide of physical spirits runs low, in which the vitality is 
lukewarm, the first idea in the presence of anything too vivacious is 
retreat, and the most obvious form of social retreat is what we call 
affectation.’^ It is not to be denied that, in the old days. Pater, 
startled by strangers, was apt to seem affected : he retreated, as 
into a fortress, and enclosed himself in a sort of solemn effeminacy. 
It was, at its worst, mild in comparison with what the masters of 
preposterous behaviour have since accustomed us to, but it reminded 
one too much of Mr. Rose. It was put on entirely for the benefit 
of strangers, and* to his inner circle of friends it seemed like a joke. 
Perhaps in some measure it was a joke ; no one could ever quite 
tell whether Pater’s strange rictm was closer to laughter or to tears. 

A nature so .enclosed as his, so little capable of opening its doors 
to others, mueli have some outlet of relief. Pater found his outlet in 
a sort of delicate,* secret playfulness. There are animals which sit all 
day immovable and humped up among the riot of their fellows, and 
which, when all the rest of the menagerie is asleep, steal out upon 
their slip of greensward and play the wildest pranks in the light 
of the moon. Pater has often reminded me of some such armadillo 
or wombat. That childishness which is the sign-manual of genius 
used to come out in the Ofjdest way wheii he was perfectly at home. 
Those who thii^^of him a» a solemn pundit of aesthetics may be 
amazed to kne^ that he delighted in very. simple and farcical 
spectacles and in the broadest of humour. His favourite among 
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modern playwrights was Mr. Pinero, and I shall never forget going 
with him to see “ The Magistrate,” when that piece was originally 
produced. Not a schoolboy in the house was more convulsed with 
laughter, more enchanted at the romping “business” of the playi 
than the author of “ Marius.” He had the gift, when I knew him 
first, of inventing little farcical dialogues, into which he introduced 
his contemporaries ; in these the Rector of Lincoln generally ^figured, 
and Pater had a rare art of imitating Pabtison’s speech and peevish 
intonation. One playful fancy, persisted in so long Jbhat even close 
and old friends were deceived by it, was the figment pf a group of 
relations — Uncle Capsicum and Uncle Guava, Aunt Fancy (who 
fainted when the word “ leg ” was mentioned), and Aunt Tart (for 
whom no acceptable present could ever be found). These shadowy 
personages had been talked about for so many years that at last, I 
verily believe. Pater had almost persuaded himself of their 'existence. 
Perhaps these little touches will be thought too trifling to be men- 
tioned, but I hold that they were all a part and parcel of his complex 
and shrouded intellectual life, and therefore not to be forgotten. 

He had great sweetness and uniformity of temper, and almost the 
only thing that ever ruffled him was a reference to an apt of vandalism 
committed at Brasenose while he was on the governing body. The 
college had a group, called “ Cain and Abel,” cast in lead, a genuine 
work by John of Bologna. For some reason or other this was thought 
inconvenient, and was sold for old lead, a somewhat barbarous pro- 
ceeding. Pater, from indolence, or else from indifference to late 
Italian sculpture, did not stir a finger to prevent this desecration, and 
in later years a perfectly unfailing mode of rousing him would be to 
say, artlessly, “ Was there not once a group by John of Bologna in 
the college ? ” However sunken in reverie, however dreamily detached, 
Pater would sit up in a moment, and say, with great acidity, “ It 
was totally devoid of merit, no doubt.” 

Pater showed much tact and good sense in his attitude towards the 
college life. He lectured rarely, I believe, in later years ; in the old 
days he was an assiduous tutor. His temperament, it is true, some- 
times made it difficult to work with him. On one occasion, at the 
examination for scholarships, he undertook to look ovt. *the English 
essays; when the examiners met to compare marks, P&nr had none. He 
explained, with languor, “ They did not much impress me.” As something 
had to be done, he was asked to endeavour to recall such impressions 
as he had formed ; to stimulate his memory, the names were read out 
in alphabetical order. Pater shook his head mournfully as each was 
pronounced, murmuring dreamily, “ I do not recall him,” “ He did not 
strike me,” and so on. At last the reader cam© to the i^ame of Sanctuary, 
on which Pater’s face lit up, and he said, ‘•’Yes; I rrf. ^ber; I liked 
his name.^' My friend, Dr. Henry Jackson, gives me an anecdote which 
VOL. Lxyi. ^ 3 n 
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illustrates a more practical side to his character. In 1870, having 
just begun to lecture at Trinity, our Cambridge Platonist found him- 
self seated next Pater at dinner in Brasenose. He said to him : I 
believe you lecture constantly on * The Republic.' How do you get 
through it in time ? It seems as though lecturing three times a week 
for three terms, it would be impossible to deal adequately within a 
year wi^h all the problems and the fallacies.” Oh ! ” said Pater, 
“ I always begin by tejling them that Socrates is not such a fool as 
he seems, and we get through nicely in terms.” He grew more 
and more inclined to take an indulgent view of the young people. A 
year or two ago, I remember his saying, when somebody asked him 
whether the horse-play of the undergraduates did not disturb him, 
“ Oh ! no ; I rather enjoy it. They are like playful young tigers, 
that have been fed.” He was not a “ progressive ” ; our friend the 
Bishop ofTeterborough recalls a serious discussion in common-room 
at Brasenose, on the burning subject of university reform. Pater 
interposed in the thick of the fray with the somewhat disconcerting 
remark, “ I do not know what your object is. At present the under- 
graduate is a ^ child of njiture; he grows up like a wild rose in ft 
country lane; «you want to turn him into a turnip, rob him of all 
grace, and plant him out in rows.” And his remark, concerning 
bonfires in the quad, that they lighted up the spire of St. Mary's so 
beautifully, will long be remembered. 

The perennial conflict in his members, between his exquisite instinct 
for corporeal beauty on the one hand and his tendency to ecclesias- 
tical symbol and theological dogma on the other, is the secret, I think, 
of what made the character of i'ater so difficult for others to eluci- 
date, in some measure also so painful and confusing for himself. He 
was not all for Apollo, nor all for Christ, but each deity swayed in 
him, and neither had that perfect homage that brings peace behind it. 
As Alphonse Daudet says of some thinker, ‘‘ Son cerveau etait une 
cathedrale dosaffectee,” and when ho tried, as he bade us try, ‘Ho burn 
always with the hard, gem-like flame ” of msthetic observation, the 
flame of another altar mingled with the fire and darkened it. Not 
easily or surely shall we divine the workings of a brain and a con- 
science scarcely less complex, less fantastic, less enigmatical, than the 
face of Mona Lisi herself. J’ater, as a human being, illustrated by 
no letters, by no diaries, by no impulsive unburdenings of himself to 
associates, will grow more and more shadowy. But it has seemed 
well to preserve, while still they are attainable, some of the external 
facts about a writer whose polished and concentrated work has already 
become part of the classic literature of England, and who will be 
remembered amon^ the witters of this age when all but a few are 
forgotten. ’ 


Edmund Gosse. 



THE CARRYINQ-TRADE OF THE WORLD. 


rrillE business done by the shipping and railways of the world is 
X colossal, and goes on increasing at a pace that far exceeds the 
growth of population or of industries. It is a niatto^ of special in- 
terest to Englishmen, since they own more than half of the shipping on 
the high seas, and have either built, or supplied the money to build, 
one-half of the existing railways. We are pre-eminently the carriers 
of the world per marc^ per terrain, and it would appear that about 
50 per cent, of the annual savings of the British people is spent in 
building vessels for international commerce or in making railways in 
one or other part of the globe. 


1. The Merchant Navies of the World. 


The British flag at present holds the same preponderance on sea 
that the Phoenicians enjoyed in early times, and this preponderance 
is increasing : we see, for instance, that since 1840 the tonnage of our 
flag has trebled, while the aggregate of that of all, other nations has 
only doubled, viz. : 


British . 
Other Hags 


Nominal 'ronua^jc. 

1810. 1802. 

3.310.000 ... 10,230,(iUo 

6.070.000 ... 12,670,000 


Tnrrojse 
per cent. 

210 

108 


The World . 9,380,000 


22,900,000 


But this gives an inadequate idea of the growth of British shipping 
iu the last half-century. While the intiioduction of steam-power has 
been common to all nations, our superiority in thC class of vessels has 
given ns a still larger share of the carrying-power of the world than 
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the figures of nominal tonnage indicate. It is recognised by the best 
statisticians in England and France that a steamer has four times the 
carrying-power of a sailing vessel of equal tonnage. On this basis we 
find the carrying-powfer stood thus : 


• 

Carryinp-power—Tonri. 


British 


Other Flogs. 

Total. 

ratio. 

. . 3,590,000 

... 6.890,000 ... 

10,480.000 . 

.. 34*1 

. . 27,7*20,000 

... 21,120,000 ... 

48,840,000 . 

.. 56*6 


Fifty years ago we had only one-third of the carrying-trade on the 
high seas ; to-day we have much more than one-half. And here it 
may be interesting to see what progress the various flags of the^^orld 
have made in ten years, viz. : 


Flag! 

Carrjing-powor— Tons. 

F:ili(). 


1HS2. 

1892.^ 

1882. 

1892. 

British . . . 

10,(i‘20,000 ... 

27,720,000 

5i:j ... 

56-6 

Scandinavian . 

3,040,000 ... 

4,240,000 

8-7 ... 

8*8 

German . . . 

2,100,000 ... 

3,870,000 

G-2 ... 

8*0 

French . . . 

2,2:j(MH)0 ... 

2,410,000 

G-3 ... 

4*9 

Spanish . • . 

1,490,000 ... 

2,020,000 

4'2 ... 

4*2 

United »S talcs . 

.1,700,000 ... 

1,680,000 

5*0 ... 

3*4 

Italian .... 

1,310,000 ... 

1,410,000 

3-7 ... 

2*8 

Russian . . . 

1,120,000 ... 

1,210,000 

3 *2 

2*4 

Various . . . 

2,950,000 ... 

4,280,000 

8*4 ... 

8*9 

Total . 

35,060,000 ... 

48,840,000 

.. 100*0 ... 

100*0 


The greatest relative increase has been among British and German, 
while the French and Italian flags have suffered a heavy fall, and this 
latter fact offers an instructive lesson on the absurdity of Protection, 
seeing that for the last fouiteen years the French Government has 
been paying £400,000 a year in bounties on French shipping. In 
the foregoing table the item United States shows only sea-going 
tonnage, and is exclusive of vessels that have no license for the high 
seas, being occupied in lake and river traffic. 

Steamers are so rapidly superseding sailing vessels, that whereas the 
latter had two- thirds of the world’s carrying trade in 1800, they have 
now little moref than one-fifth, viz. : 



^ Carryiiig-powcr 

-Ton«». 

Ratio. 



186f). 

1892. 

1800. 

1892. 

Steamers . . 

. . 6,656,000 ... 

37,810,000 

31*7 .... 

77*4 

Sailing . . 

. . 14,756,000 ... 

11,030,000 

68*3 ... 

22*6 

Total . 

. . 24,612,000 ... 

48,840,000 

.. 100*0 ... 

100-0 


While the carrying-powor of the worldf has more than doubled 
since 1860, the ^nnage of 'sailing vessels has declined by nearly 
4,000,000 tons. It is often asserted that the shipping business is 
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overdone, and that there are more vessels afloat than the world has 
need of. There are, indeed, many steamers with antiquated machinery, 
which it is not found convenient to employ in trade, but the activity 
of the shipbuilding yards shows that the demand for vessels is un- 
diminished. The new vessels turned out yearly average 1,500,000 tons, 
of which 400,000 tons in foreign yards and 1,100,000 in those of the 
United Kingdom. The average of vessels iDuilt in British yards for 
the years 1890-91—92 is stated to have been : 


steam 
Sail . 


Tons Yoarl}. 
927, OOO’ 
218,000 ■ 


'Potal 


1,1*15,000 


Meantime it is certainly true, when we compare the port-entries of’ 
all nations for 1892 with those for 1882, that the increrfse of trade 
during the last ten years has been something less than that of carrying- 
power, viz. : 

1882. 3892. IncrcaBc 

Toil'. 'loui!). percent. 


rort-entrics .... 100,330,000 ... 220,190,000 ... 37*5 

Oarrying-power . . . 35,060,000 ... 48,840,000 ^ ... 39*5 


In examining the table of port-entries we find, as we might have 
expected, that the greatest relative increase is in those remote parts 
of the world, such as the Colonies and South America, where com- 
merce is every year opening up new fields for enterprise and labour, 
viz. : 


UniLeci Kingdoii . 

1882. 

Tuns. 

. . 30,320,000 

1892. 

Tuns. 

37,670,000 

Increase 
per ceni. 

24-5 

Continent . . . 

, . 67,710,000 

90,450,000 

33*6 

United States . . 

. . 14,660,000 

18,180,000 

24-2 

Colonies .... 

. . 34,390,000 

51,230,000 

49-9 

South America 

. . 9,120,000 

15,530,000 

70-4 

Egypt, Japan, &c. 

. . 4,130,000 

7,130,000 

73-2 

The World . 

. . 160,330,000 

220,190,000 

37-& 


Under the item of Colonies is comprehended the* trade of all the 
transmarine possessions of the European Powers: . thus the British 
Colonies include also India, and the French, in like manner, Tunis 
and Cochin China, the port-entries of all colonies >eing shown in the 
following table (except Portuguese and Danish, for which there are 


no returns) :• 

1882. 1802. Tncreaie 

Colonies. Tons. Tons. per cent. 

British ... 39,620,000 ... 64-1 

French 3,610,000 ... 4,660,0(KI ... 29-2 

Dutch 1,950,000 ...t 4,080,ij0(» ... 109-2 

Spanish 3,120,0<H» .. 2,870, C '» ... — 


Total 34,390,000 ... 31,230,000 . . 49-0 
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The British Colonies show a remarkable increase of trade, while 
the Spanish have retrograded. As for the Dutch, the above figures 
were not a normal development : the trade of Sumatra was almost 
wholly suspended in *1882 by the second Acheen war, which ended 
with a decisive victory for the Dutch in September of that year, 
and hence the above figures afford no proper basis for comparison. 
The old saying that Trade follows the flag ” is exemplified in the 
fact that the relations between Great* Britain and her Colonies grow 
much faster than* either the trade of the por\;s of the United Kingdom 
orour relations wth foreign countries. The entries of vessels carrying 
the British flag into the ports of the world were ; 




United Kingdon . . . 

1882. 

I'una. 

21,520,000 

1802. 

Tons. 

27,040,000 

Increase 
per cent. 

25*7 

Britisl\i Colonies . . , 

20,190,000 

30,210,000 

49-0 

United States .... 

7,680,000 

9,820,000 

27*8 

Other countries * . . 

35,570,(M)O 

48,280,000 

35-7 

Total 

84,960,000 

... 11.5,320,000 

... 


To return to» the question as to whether the world has more ship- 
ping afloat tharf there is need for, it may be h propos to compare the 
percentage of ballast-entries in 1892 with the same in 1882, The 
only countries that give us statements of ballast-entries are the 
United Kingdom, the Continental nations, and the United States, 
.and their figures show as follows : 

Total Port-entries— Tons. In Hallast. Pcrccnlapre. 

Ports of ' ^ ^ j . 

1882. 1892. 1882. 1892. 1882. 1892. 

UnLted Kingdom 30,320,000 ... 37,670,000 ... .5,510,000 ... 8,140,000 ... 18 ... 22 

Continent . . 67,710,000 ... 90,4.50,000 ... 14,830,000 ... 17,990,000 ... 22 ... 20 

United States. . 14,660,000... 18,180,000... 1,760,000... 3,670,000 ... 12 ... 21 

Total . . 112,690,000 ... 146,300.000 ... 22,100,000 ... 29,800,000 ... 20 ... 20 

Although one-fifth of the vessels on the high seas are in ballast, 
we are justified in taking the tonnage of port-entries as more or less 
the weight of cargo, seeing that steamers often carry 30 or 40 per 
cent, more th^n their registered tonnage. There is a manifest ten- 
dency all over the.y'orld to increase the size of vessels; for example, 
the mean tonnage rf a British steamer rose from 260 tons in 18G3 
to 596 in 1883, and to 710 tons in 1893, showing a rise of 20 per 
cent, in the last ten years. This has been accompanied by a greater 
efficiency of our seamen, as shown in the following table : 


Year. Seamen. Tonh Carried. Tone per Man. 

1860 ... 171,600 ... 18,800,000 ... 110 

1872 203,7(JU ... 56,600,000 ... 278 

1892 ... 249,600* .... 11.5,320,000 ... 461 

* This is an estimate : the other items are official. 
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Thus it appears that one seaman now does as much work as four did 
in 1860, and that, at the same ratio as thirty years ago, we should 
now require a million seamen to do the work of 1892. 

According to the figures of the Bureau yeritas for 1892, the 
average size of British and German vessels is much greater than that 
of other nations. The subjoined table cowiprises only sea-going 


vessels : 

all steamers 

over 

100 

tons and sailing 

vessels over 

tons : 

* 




« 


Flap. 

9 

Xunibcr. 

Nominal TonnM(|Ct.\ 

Averog*' T««ng. 


British . . . 


14,971 

9,410,000 

027 


Scandinavian . 


0,733 

2,290,000 

,340 


United States . 


3,791 

- ... 1,880,000 

494 

' 

German - . . 


2,105 

1,470,000 

684 


Italian . . . 


2.122 

740,000 

34K 


Frenc^h . . . 


1,990 

740,000 

372 


Kiissiiin . . . 


2.001 

510,000 

255 


Spanish . . . 


1,407 

470,000 



Various . . . 


5,202 

1,193,000 

.383 


Total . . 


40.385 

... 19,503,000 

488 


The above vessels are manned by 705,000 seamen, which shows an 
average of 28 tons register to each man, but the av*5rage as regards 
British seamen is 38 tons, or nearly 40 per cent, over the average. 

Another proof of the efficiency of our seamen is afforded by the 
table of wrecks of various nations ; the only countries that distinguish 
returns of complete loss are the following, and the averages for the 
latest three years of which returns are available show as follows : 


Ketutins Foil 1888-8y-t>0. 


Flag. 

Tonnagu alloat. 

Tons lost yearly. 

Ilalio ofU 

British . . . 

7,760,000 

190,000 

2*4 

United States . 

1,880,000 

128,001) 

6*8 

German . . . 

l,.320,O0(» 

41,000 

3-2 

French . . . 

740,0t)O 

33,000 

4*5 


If we take American, German, and French shipping in the aggre- 
gate, their average of loss yearly by shipwreck is 5 per cent, which is 
double the British average. It would not, however, b^*. fair to ascribe 
the difference altogether to a superiority of our .'luamen over those of 
other nations ; it arises in great measure fiom the fact that the 
British merchant navy has a higher ratio of steamers, and we know 
from Mr. KiaeFs carefully compiled tables that sailing-vessels are much 
more liable to loss than steamers, the difference being as four to three. 
In the above table British shipping is confined to that of the United 
Kingdom, but in all preceding ones Oolopial are included. 

The main facts to be borne in mind in connecti(^l with the carrying- 
trade on the high seas are these : (1) That we possess 56 per cent, of 
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the carrying-power of the world ; (2) that the trade between Great 
Britain and her Colonies is growing much more rapidly than the 
general commerce of the world ; (3) that our seamen carry more 
merchandise per mai) than those of other nations, and four times as 
much as the British seaman of 1860 ; ( t) that our annual loss by 
shipwreck is only half that of other nations, as compared with tonnage 

afloat. * 

•• • 

2. Tub Hailways of the Would. 

The existing^ lines of railway open to traffic are about 410*, 000 miles 
in length, representing an outlay of about 6350 millions sterling. No 
less than 99 per cent, of this total has been constructed since 1J^40, as 
the following table shows : 


Year. 

MilCH. 

Cobt, millious £. 

Average £ per mill 

J.840 . . . 

4,5‘iO 

71 


16,800 

1860 . . . 

66,290 

1,079 

... 

16,300 

1880 . . . 

228,440 

3,938 

... 

17,200 

1892 . . . 

399,270 

6,220 


15,500 

In 1850 there \yere no railways outside of Europe and North America, 

but we find them ten 

years later 

in every quarter of the globe, and 

since 1860 their march has been 

rapid, as we 

see in 

the following 

table : 





Ml] 


('ost, millions £. 


18GO. 

IH02. ' 

1860 

1802. 

Europe .... 

31,890 

141,440 

797 

3,342 

North America . . 

32,720 

195,600 

264 

2,222 

South America . . 

320 

20.450 

4 

222 

Asia 

840 

22,600 

8 

228 

Australia .... 

250 

12,410 

2 

126 

Africa 

270 

6,770 

4 

80 

The World . . 

66.290 

399,270 

1,079 

6,220 


Since 1860 the annual construction of railways has averaged more 
than 10,000 miles, representing an outlay of 150 millions sterling per 
annum ; the average in late years has been much higher, viz. : 


1841-60 

1861-70 

1871-80 

1881-92 


Mllcti built yearly, 

а, 090 

б, 190 
10,020 
14,240 


Cost, £ yearly. 

50,400,000 

101,800,000 

184.100.000 

189.500.000 


This enormoas expenditure of money and labour has had the happiest 
effects in promoting the development of industry in all countries, and 
of international commerce. In this way the construction of railways 
has tended to incre^m the c^rying.trade by sea, for there is evidently 
a close relationship between the two,' and it is interesting to compare 
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the growth of carrying-power on sea and the horse-power of railway 
locomotives, since 1860, viz.: 


I860 

1870 

1882 

1802 


ShippiDgr* 

Carrying-power— Tons. 

21.730.000 
25,1(»0,o6o 

35.060.000 

48.840.000 


Railways. 

LoL'omotivA hurMC-power 
• 6,710,000 

11.740.000 
23,000,000 

34.500.000 


In the last 22 years the carrying-power on sea has doubled, while 
that of railway locomotives^ has trebled. If we add together tho two 
items, and call the product carrying-power,** we shall jsee at a glance 
what a mighty auxiliary mankind has herein found for the ends of 


labour and civilisation : 

t^arryinjf-ponrer. 

Yearly increase. 

1800 .... 

27,440,000 

. 

1870 ! . . . 

36,840,000 

910,000^ 

1880 .... 

58,960,000 

2,212.(K)0* 

1892 .... 

83,340,000 

2,438,000 


The carrying-power of nations is more than three times what it 
was in 1860, and the facilities thus provided for the interchange of 
commodities have lessened the prices of all thingi^, extended the 
markets of the world, and conferred incalculable benefits on the human 
race. In the year 1850 the ordinary cost of land-carriage for goods 
in Europe was 50 francs a ton per 100 kilometres, say M. a mile, 
which is eight times the present charge by rail. Generally' speaking, 
the former charge was equivalent for 60 miles of haulage to 15 per 
cent, of the value of the merchandise, since all sea-borne goods in 
1850 showed an average value of £14 per ton, and this may be also 
taken as the average value at that time of goods carried on land. A 
saving, therefore, of 35s. a ton, which has been effected by means of 
railways, means a fall of 12 per cent, in tho price of all commodities, 
without loss to anybody. The Journal dcs Itlcono/iListcft states the 
ordinary freight charge per ton on railways as follows : 


Tenoe peV 100 miles. 

United States . 40 ... Germany. ... 82 ... Italy . . 125 

Holland . , . 78 ... France .... 110 ... Great Liitain 140 
Belgium • . . 80 ... Russia .... 120 ... Avji.'igo ... 07 

This shows an average of a penny a mile, as compared with Sd. in 
1850. According to an official statement published at Berlin in 
1879, the saving of freight charge in Prussia by the introduction of 
railwa^ys averaged during the years 1871-78 no less than 76 millions 
sterling per annum, which was equal to, 60 per-cent, of the capital 
cost of the then existing railways. The same is; More or less, true 
of other countries, and hence wherever commerce is active we find 
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numerous railways ; the following table for 1892 shows the mileage 
and outlay, as compared with population : 



, Miles. 

Millions dU. 

Miles permillion 
l)opulatiun. 

£ per 
iiihiibitant. 

United Kingdom . 

. 20,320 

944 

533 

25 

France .... 

. • 21,()60 

595 

560 

15 

Germany .... 

. ‘.i7,210 

.545 ' 

... - 542 

11 

Russiv ..... 

10,8O() 

351 

, 210 

4 

Austria .... 

. 17,730 

.326 

420 

8 

Italy 

. *8,750 

186 V 

286 

6 

Spain and Portugal 

8,100 

130 

.370 

6 

United Slates? . . 

. 171,800 

1,936 

2,640 

29 

Spanish America . 

. 27,750 

309 

690 

8 

Canada .... 

. 15,110 

181 

3,020 

^.36 

Australia .... 

. 12,350 

126 

3,100 

30 

Other countries. . 

. 48,660 

591 



The^ World 

. 399,270 

6,220 

• 

... 


But, while in every country the benefits resulting to the community 
from the construction of railways have been equivalent to an annual 
dividend of 40 or 50 per cent, on their cost, the results to the capitalists 
and shareholders who provided the necessary money have been by no 
means encoura^ng. If we take the average returns of net receipts for 
the years 1887-88 we find that only in two countries did they reach 
5 per cent., the average for Europe being less than 4 per cent. (3’7), 
and for the world only a fraction over o per cent., as shown in the 
following table : 


United Kingdom . 

41 

... Italy . 

. 2*5 . 

. Spani>h America 

1-6 

France .... 

38 

... Sweden • . 

. 20 . 

India .... 

5*2 

Germany . . . 

5i 

... Belgium . . 

. 4-6 . 

Australia . . . 

3*3 

Kussia .... 

,33 

... United States 

. 31 . 

•• Egypt .... 

41 

Austria .... 

3*1 

... Canada . . 

. 1-7 . 

.. The World . . 

32 


Among the numerous results of the construction of railways, one 
has been to give a great impetus to the iron and steel industry, the 
average consumption of rails since 1880 having been 4,000,000 tons 
yearty. The lines now in traffic represent a little over 60,000,000 
tons of rails, OS' which about 75 per cent, are of steel; the total mile- 
age of iron 'rails in 1882 was only 20,700,000 tons, and a good deal 
of this has been replaced with steel. The latter rail is 10 per cent, 
lighter than iron, hnd has 15X) per cent, more durability, the life of 
an iron rail being 16, that of a steel one 40, years. The first use of 
steel rails was in 1862, at Chalk Farm Station, near London, and the 
saving effected by using them is considerable, amounting to 950,000 
tons of rails yearly. This saving in the wear and tear- of rails is 
equal to £5,000,0^^0 per avnum, or an addition of 2i per cent, to the 
net earnings of the railways 'of the world — that is to say, where the 
dividend would otherwise be 4 per cent., the saving effected by steel 
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rails raises it to 4'1 per cent. As soon as the remaining iron rails 
shall have been replaced by steel ones the annual saving will rise to 
£6,700,000 per annum. The goods traffic on the railways of the 
world has trebled since 1870, viz. : 

Millions of tons. 



1M70. 

1 

Europe 

. . dOl ^ . . 

902 

United^States . . . . , 

. . 150 

749 

other uonntries . . . . 

11 

95 

The World . 

. . 502 

i,746 


The daily traffic averages 5,000,000 tons and 8,000,000 passengers 
(not counting tramways), of which latter number 2,500,000 are carried 
in the United Kingdom, 8,200,000 on the Continent of Europe, 
1,600,000 in the United States, and 700,000 in other parts of the 
world. The life of a locomotive is 15 years, during whioh time it 
will run 240,000 miles, carry 600,000 tons, or 1,000,000 passengers, 
and earn £60,000 ; its ordinary power is 300-horse, and its first cost 
£2000. The number of locomotives at work is 110,000, representing 
an approximate value of 200 millions sterling, while that of the ship- 
ping of all nations is about 220 millions. 

In conclusion, it may be interesting to compare the railway goods 
traffic of various countries, and for this purpose the following table 
reduces all merchandise carried to an equivalent of tonnage carried 
100 miles, the figures representing approximately the traffic of 
1892 : 

M illions of tons carried 100 miles. 


United States . . 845 . 

,. France . . , 

. 70 

... Belgium . • 

. 15 

Germany. . . , 136 . 

.. AuvStria . . . 

. 42 

... Italy .... 

. 12 

United Kingdom . 94 .. 

.. Kiussia . . • 

. 40 

... The World. . 

. 1348 


Here we see that the United States railways do two-thirds of the 
goods traffic on all the railways of the world, although in point of 
length they only stand for one-third of the total. It appears also 
that the railways of the United Kingdom have more than twice as 
much haulage as those of Eussia, and that the little kingdom of 
Belgium leaves Italy a long way behind. ^ 

3. Canal and Eiveh Tiiaffi(\, 

The traffic on rivers and canals, although vastly inferior to that of 
railways, is in some countries very important. The canals of the 
United Kingdom carry 34 million tons, but the average length of 
haulage is unknown, and the net earnings are lees than Is. per ton 
carried. The cargo carried on French inland wafers is equal to 15 
million tons for 100 miles. The principal water' ays of Germany 
carry 14 million tons yearly, those of Belgium 8 millions, distance 
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not being stated. The canals of Russia occupy 1500 steamers, 61,000 
boats, and 74,000 rafts, which give employment to 300,000 boatmen. 
The navigable waterways of the principal countries are as follows : 

Miles* Miles. Miles. 

United Kingdom . 3,810 Russia. . . . 33,920 ... United States . 51,820 

France .... 7,730 Austria . . . 7,200 ... Brazil .... 22,200 

Germany . . . 17,080 Canada . . . 3,360 ... The World . . 170,550 

The facilities of water-transit are nowhere turned to such account 
as in the Unite, d States* where the carryiKg-power of vessels engaged 
in lake and riyer traffic represents 9,300,000 tons, which is equal to 
one-third of the carrying-power of the British merchant navy. The 
average freight charge by water in the United States is 20 pepce per 
ton for 100 miles, or exactly half the ordinary rate on American 
railways. 

' The ,Suez Canal is by far the most important in the world, and 
perhaps the most useful work ever made by man. It shortens the 
voyage between Europe and the East by one-third, thus enabling two 
vessels to do the work of three, aind its traflBic has increased 54 per 
cent, in 10 years, viz. : 

* Oioss tounagr. Net tonnagr. 

1882* 7,120,tK)0 ... .0, 070, 000 

1892 10,870,000 ... 7,710,000 

British vessels stood in 1892 for 76 per cent, of the total. The toll 
is nearly 8s. per net ton, and the profits in 1892, after deducting 
working expenses, amounted to £1,440,000 sterling, or 8i per cent, 
on the coat of construction. 

4. OoifCLUSION. 

The preceding brief sketch suffices to show what a revolution has 
taken place i^ the carrying-trade of the world during the last 50 
years, and how beneficially it has affected the interests of mankind. 
Summing together the traffic by land and sea we find that it has 
grown tenfold since 1850. The carrying-trade is at present one of 
the chief occupations of men, as we see by the numbers employed on 
railways and sea-going shipping, viz. : 



Railways. 

Shipping. 

Total. 

Europe . . . ! . 

1,540,000 

550,000 

2,090,000 

United States ? . 

874,000 

60,000 

934,000 

other countries . . 

. 480,000 

96,000 

675,000 

The World , . 

. 2,894.000 

706,000 

3,599,000 


The gross receipts of the carrying-trade in which the above men are 
employed amount to about 650 millions sterling per annum, which is 
equal to £180 per &an, or nearly £2,000,000 per day. 

Michael G. Mulhall. 
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T he great landslip which caused the formation of the Gohna Lake, 
in Gurhwal, in the central Himalayas, has recently attracted 
much attention. Such landslips are not uncommon in mountain 
ranges of relatively recent elevation, where strata steeply tilted are 
in positions of not very durable equilibrium. Undermining by water, 
changes of temperature, and the like forces, are constantly at work ; 
and from year to year their activity makes itself apparent. In pro- 
cess of time the amount of rock ready to slide becomes reduced, and 
the mountain range, as its peaks diminish in altitude and lose their 
precipitancy of form, becomes more stable and less liable to monstrous 
fallings and catastrophes. 

The Himalayas are, from a geological point of view, a very young 
set of mountain ranges : they still tumble about on an embarrassingly 
large scale. The fall, which has recently made such a stir, began on 
September 6, 1893. That day the Maithana Hill (11,000 feet), a 
spur of a large mountain mass, pitched bodily, rather than slid, into 
the valley. 

“ Little could be seen of the terrible occurrence, for clouds o? ^lust instantly 
arose, which darkened the neighbourhood and fell for miles around, whiten- 
ing the ground and the trees until all seemed to be snow' c jvered. I'he foot 
ef the hill had been undermined by springs until tlio^e Avas no longer an 
adequate bfuse, and in the twinkling of an eye a large part the mountain 
slid down, pushed forward, and shot across the valley, presenting to the little 
river a lofty and impervious wall, against which its waters afterwards 
gathered. Masses of rock Avere hurled a mile aAvay, and knocked down trees 
on the slopes across the valley. Many blocks of dolomitic limestone, Aveigli- 
ing from thirty to fifty tons, Avero sent like cannon-shots through the air. 
The noise Avas terrific, and the frightened natives heari^the din repeated at 
intervals for several days, for the first catastrophe wa?. succeeded by a 
number of smaller slides. Even five months after the mountain gave Avay, 
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every rainy day was succeeded by falls of rocks. A careful computation 
gives tlie weight of the enormous pile of rubbish at* 800,000,000 tons.” 

The Himalayas aje indeed passing through their dramatic geologi- 
cal period, when they give rise to such landslips as this at relatively 
frequent intervals. Tlenty of landslips quite as big have been 
recorded in the last haK-century, and, amongst the remote and unin- 
habited regions of the great ranges, numbers more,* of which no record 
is made, constantly hap*pen. The catastrophic period has ended for 
the Alps. Landslips on a great scale seldom occur there now ; when 
they do occur, the cause of them is oftoner the activity of man than 
of natural forces. But of a great landslip in the Alps details are sure 
to be observed, and we are enabled to form a picture of the occurrence. 
When the Alps tremble the nations quake; the Himalayas may 
shudder i/i their solitudes, but the busy occidental world pays scant 
attention, unless gathering waters threaten to spread ruin afar. Of 
the Gohna Lake we have been told much, but little of the fall that 
caused it. Eye-witnesses appear not to have been articulate. We 
can, however, form some idea of what it was like from the minute and 
accurate accofint we possess of a great and famous Alpine landslip : I 
refer to that which buried part of the village of Elm, in Canton 
Clams, on September 11, 1881.* 

Elm is the highest village in the Sernf valley. Its position is 
tixed by the proximity of a meadow- flat of considerable extent. Above 
this three minor valleys radiate, two of which are separated from one 
another by a mountain mass, whoso last buttress was the l^lattcii- 
bergkopf, a hill with a precipitous side and a flat and wooded summit, 
which used to face the traveller coming up the main valley. It was 
this hill that fell. 

The cause of the fall was simple, and reflects little credit on Swiss 
communal government. About half-way up the hill there dips into 
it a bed of fine slate, excellent for school-slates. In the year 1868 
concessions were given by the Commune for working this slate for ten 
years, without any stipulations as to the method to be employed. 
Immense masscSs of the rock were removed. A hole was made 180 
metres wide,* and no supports were left for the roof. It was pushed 
into the mountain to a depth of 65 metres! In 1878, when the con- 
cessions lapsed, the Commune, by a small majority, decided to work 
the quarry itself. Every burgher considered that he had a right to 
work in the quarry, when the weather was unsuitable for farm labour. 
The place was therefore overcrowded on wet days, and burdened with 
unskilful hands. The quarry, of course, did not pay, and became a 

* All details connected with tftis avalanche were collected on the spot, and shortly 
afterwards published in a volui&e— “ Der Bergsturz von Elm”— by E. Buss and 
A. Heim. Zurich, 1881. 
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charge on the rates^ but between 80 and 100 men drew wages from it 
intermittently. 

The roof by degrees became visibly rotten. Lumps of rock used 
to fall from it, and many fatal accidents occurred. The mass of the 
mountain above the quarry showed a tendency to grow unstable, yet 
blasting went forward merrily, and no precautions were taken. Cracks 
opened overhead in all directions ; water and*earth used to ooze down 
through them, ll'ifbeen hundred feet higher up, above the top of the 
Plattenbergkopf, the groimA began to be rifted. I»n 1876 a large 
crack split the rock across above the quarry roof, and four years latei* 
the mass thus outlined fell away. In 1879 serious signs were detected 
01 comjing ruin on a large scale. K. great crack split the mountain 
across behind the top of the hill. The existence of this crack was 
well known to the villagers, 1 who had a special name for it. It 
steadily lengthened and widened. By August 1881 it was^ov'^r foar 
metres wide, and swallowed up all the surface drainage. Every one 
seems then to have agreed that the mountain would liltiraately fall, 
but no one was anxious. The last part of August and the first days 
of September were very wet. On September 7 masses of rock began 
to fall from the hill ; more fell on the 8th, and strange sounds were 
hoard in the body of the rock ; work was at last suspended in th(^ 
quarry. On the 10th a commission of incompetent people investigated 
the hill, and pronounced that there was no immediate danger. They, 
however, ordered that work should cease in the quiirry till the following 
spring, whereat the workmen murmured. All through the 10th and 
the morning of the 11th falls of rock occurred every quarter of an 
hour or so. Some were large. They kept coming from new places. 
The mountain groaned and rumbled incessantly, and there was no 
longer any doubt that it was rotten through and through. 

The 11th of September was a wet Sunday. Hocks and rock-masses 
kept falling from the Plattenberg. The boys of the village were all 
agog with excitement, and could hardly be prevented by their parents 
from going too near the hill. In the afternoon a number of men 
gathered at an inn in the upper village, just at the foot of the labour- 
ing rocks, to watch the falls. They called to MeinradMihyner, as he 
passed, carrying a cheese from an alp, to join them, but he refused, 
“not fearing for himself^ but for the cheese.” "Another group of 
persons assembled in a relative’s house to celebrate a christening, A 
few houses immediately below the quarry were emptied, but the 
people from them did not move far. At four o’clock Schoolmaster 
Wyss was standing at his window, watch in hand, registering the 
falls and the time of their occurrence. Huntsman Elmer was on his 
doorstep looking at the quarry through a* telescope. Every one was 
more or less on the q}d vive, but no one foresaw danger to himself. 



824 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


Many of the people in the lower village, called Miisli, which was the 
best part of a mile distant from the quarry, and separated from it by 
a large flat area, were quite uninterested. They were making cofiee, 
milking cows, and dding the like small domestic business. 

Suddenly, at a quarter past five, a mass of the mountain broke 
away from the Plattenbe^kopf. The ground bent and broke up, the 
trees upon it nodded and folded together, and t^e rock engulfed 
them in its bosom as it Qrashed down ovei^ the quarry, shot across the 
streams, dashing their water in the air, and spread itself out upon the 
flat. A greyiah-black cloud hovered for a while over the ruin, and 
slowly passed away. No one was killed by this fall, though the dSbris 
reached within a dozen yards of the inn where the sightseerc* were 
gathered. The inhabitants . of the upper village now began to be a 
little frightened. They made preparations for moving the aged and 
sick persons, and some of their effects. People also came up from 
the lower villages to help, and to see the extent of the calamity. 
Others came together to talk, and the visitors who had quitted the 
inn returned to it. Some went into their houses to shut the windows 
and keep out tjie dust. No one was in any hurry. 

This first fail came from the east side of the Plattenbergkopf ; 
seventeen minutes later a second and larger fall descended from the 
west side. The gashes made by the two united below the peak, and 
left its enormous mass isolated and without support. The second 
fall must have been of a startling character, for Schoolmaster Wyss 
forgot his watch after it. It overwhelmed the inn and four other 
houses, killed a score of persons, and drove terror into all beholders, 
so that they started running up the opposite hill. Oswald Kubli, 
one of the last to leave the inn, saw this fall from close at hand. 
He was standing outside the inn when he heard some one cry out : 

My God ! here comes the whole thing down ! ” Every one fled, 
most making for the Dilniberg. I made four or five strides, and 
then a stone struck Geiger, and he fell without a word. Pieces from 
the ruined inn flew over my head. My brother Jacob was knocked 
down by them.” Again a dark cloud of dust enveloped the ruin. 
As it cleared dn, Huntsman Elmer could see, through his glass, the 
people racing up the hill (the Dilniberg) “ like a herd of terrified 
chamois.” When they had reached a certain height most of them 
stood still and looked back. Some halted to help their friends, others 
to take breath. 

“ Of those who were before me,” relates Meinrad Rhyner, “ some wem 
for turning back to the valley to render help, but I called to them to fly. 
Heinrich Elmei was parrying J)oxes, and was bnly twenty paces behind me 
when he was killed. There were also an old man and woman, who were 
helping along their brother, eighty years old ; they might have been saved 
if they had loft him. I ran by them, and urged them to hasten.” 
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who took refuge on the Duniberg, only six escaped destruction 
I the third fall, and they held on their way, and went empty-handed. 
Buin overtook the kind and the covetous together. 

At this time, before the third fall, -fear came ^Iso upon the cattle. 
A cow grazing far down the valley, bellowed aloud and started running 
for the hillside with tail outstraitened. She reached a place of safety 
before her meadow was overwhelmed. Cats and chicken? •likewise 
saved themselves, and two goats sought and . found salvation on the 
steps of the parsonage. 

During the four minutes that followed the second •fall every one 
seems to have been running about, with a tendency, as the moments 
passed, to conclude that the worst was over. Then those who were 
watching the mountain from a distance beheld the whole upper por- 
tion of the Plattenbergkopf, 10,000,000 cubic metres of rock, suddenly 
shoot from the hillside. The forest upon it bent like a fie*ld Ji corn 
in a wind,’^ before being swallowed up. The trees became mingled 
together like a flock sheep.” The hillside was all in movement, and 
“ all its parts were playing together.” The mass slid, or rather shot 
down, with extraordinary velocity, till its foot reached the quarry. 
Then the upper part pitched forward horizontally, straight across the 
valley and on to the Diiniberg. People in suitable positions could at 
this moment clearly see through beneath it to the hillside beyond. 
They also saw the people in the upper village, and on the Duniberg, 
racing about wildly. No individual masses of rock could be seen in 
the avalanche, except from near at hand ; it was a dense cloud of 
stone, sharply outlined below, rounded above. The falling mass 
looked so vast that Schoolmaster Wyss thought it was going to fill 
up the whole valley. A cloud of dust accompanied it, and a great 
wind was flung before it. This wind swept across the valley and 
overthrew the houses in its path like haycocks.’^ The roofs wore 
lifted first, and carried far, then the wooden portions of the houses 
were borne bodily through the air, “ just as an autumn storm first 
drives o£E the leaves and then the dead branches themselves from the 
trees.” In many cases wooden ruins were dropped from the air on 
to the top of the stone dihris when the fall was at an\ end. Eye- 
witnesses say that trees were blown about “ like matches,” that houses 
were' “ lifted through the air like feathers,” and “ turown like cards 
against the hillside,” ‘‘ that they bent, trembled, and then broke up 
like little toys ” before the avalanche came to them. Hay, furniture, 
and the bodies of men were mixed with the house-ruins in the 
air. Some persons were cast down by the blast and raised again. 
Others were carried through the air and deposited in s^fe positions ; 
others, again, were hurled upwards to destruction' and dropped in a 
shattered state as much as a hundred metres away, lluntsman Elmer 
relates as follows : 

VOL. LXVI. . 3 I 
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“ My pon Peter was in M'usli (nearly a mile from the quarry) with his 
wife and child. He sought to escape with them by running. On coming 
to a wall, he took the child from his wife and leaped over it. Turning 
round, he saw her reach out her hand to another child. At that moment 
the wind lifted him|’ and he was borne up the hillside. My married 
daughter, also in Miislij fled with two children. She held the younger in 
her arms and led the otiier. This one wsis snatched away from her, but she 
found herself, not knowing how, some distance up the hillside, lying on tlie 
ground 'face dowm wards, with the baby beneath her, b^itli uninjured.’* 

The avalanche, as has been said, shot with incredible swiftness hori- 
zontally across the valley. It pitched on to the Diiniberg, struck it 
obliquely and was thus deflected down the level and fertile valley-floor, 
which it covered in a few seconds, to the distance of nearly a paile and 
over its whole width, with a mass of rock-debris, more than thirty feet 
thick. Most of the people on the hillside were instantly killed, the 
avalanolid falling on to them and crushing them flat, ‘‘as an insect is 
crushed into a red streak under a man’s foot.^’ Only six persons here 
escaped. Two of them were almost reached by the rocks, the others 
were whirled aloft through the air and deposited in different 
directions. One survivor describes how the dust-cloud overtook him, 
“ and came between him and his breath.*' He sank face downwards 
on the ground, feeling powerless to go further. Looking back he saw 
“ stones flying above the dust-cloud. In a moment all seemed to be 
over. I stood up and climbed a few yards to a spring of water to 
wash out the dust, which filled my mouth and nose (all survivors on 
the Duniberg had the same experience). All around was dark and 
buried in dust.*’ 

It was only when the avalanclie had struck the Duniberg and 
begun to turn aside from it — the work of a second or two — that the 
people in the lower village, far down along the level plain, had any 
suspicion that they were in danger. Twenty seconds later all was 
over. Some of them who were on a bridge had just time to run 
aside, not a hundred yards, and were saved, but most were killed 
where they stood. The avalanche swept awoy half the village, and, 
with its sharpy defined edge, cut one house in two. All within the 
edge were tOestroyed, all without were saved. Almost the only 
persons wounded were those in the bisected house. Huntsman Elmer 
with his telescope and Schoolmaster Wyss with his watch, whose houses 
were just beyonrf the area of ruin, beheld the dust-cloud come rolling 
along, “ like smoke from a cannon's mouth, but black,” filling the 
whole width of the flat valley to about twice the height of a house. 
The din seemed to them not very great, and the wind, which, in front 
of the cloud, carried the houses away like matchwood, did not reach 
them. Others describe the crash and thunder of the fall as terrific ; it 
affected people differently. ‘ All agree that it swallowed up every other 
sound so that shrieks of persons near at hand were inaudible. The 
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mass seemed to slide or shoot along the ground and not roll. One or 
two men had a race for life and won it, but most failed to escape, who 
were not already in a place of safety, Fridoliu Rhyner, an eleven- 
year-old boy, who kept his head better than anyone else in the village, 
succeeded in eluding the fall. He saw, too, how “ Kaspar Zentner 
reached the bridge, as the fall took place, anyhow he started running 
as fast as he coujd, but was caught by the Hood of rouks near 
llhyner’s house ; he jumped aside, however, into a field, limped 
across it, got out over the wall into the road, and so just escaped.” 

The last phase of the catastrophe is the hardest to imagine and was 
the most difficult to foresee. The actual facts are these. Ten 
million cubic metres of rock fell down a depth (on an average) of about 
150 metres, shot across the valley and up the opposite (Duniberg) 
slope to a height of 100 metres, where they were bent 25° out of 
their first direction and poured like a liquid, over a horizontal plane, 
covering it, almost uniformly, through a distance of .1500 metres and 
over an area of about 900,000 square metres to a depth of from 1 0 to 
20 metres. The internal friction of the mass and the friction between 
it and the ground were insignificant forces compared with the tre- 
mendous momentum that was generated by the fall. The stuff flowed 
like a liquid. No wonder the parson, seeing the dust-cloud rolling 
clown the valley, thought it was only dust that went so far. llis 
horror, when the cloud cleared off and he behold the solid groy carpet, 
beneath which 115 of his flock were buried with their houses and 
their fields, may be imagined. He turned his eyes to the hills and 
lo ! the familiar Piattenbergkopf had vanished and a hole was in its 
place. 

The roar of the fall ceased suddenly. Silence and stillness super- 
vened. Survivors stood stunned where they were. Nothing moved. 
Then a great cry and wailing arose in the part of the village that was 
left. People began to run wildly about, some down the valley, some 
up. As the dust-cloud grew’ thinner the wall-like side of the ruin 
appeared. It was quite dry. All the grass and trees in the neigh- 
bourhood, were white with dust. Those who had beheld ihe catastrophe 
from a distance hurried down to look for their friends.. Amongst 
them was Burkhard Khyner, whose house was untouched at the edge 
of the (Ubris. He ran to it and found, he said, ‘ the doors open, a 
fire burning in the kitchen, the table laid, and coffee hot in the 
coffee-pot, but .no living soul was left.” All had run forth to help or 
see, and been overwhelmed — wife, daughter, son, son’s wife, and two 
grandchildren. ‘‘ I am the sole survivor of my family.” Pew were 
the wounded requiring succour ; few the dead whose bodies could be 
recovered. Here and there lay a limb or a trunk. On the top of 
one of the highest d6bris-mounds was a head severed from its body, 
but otherwise uninjured. Every dead face that was not destroyed 
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wore a look of utmost terror. The crushed remains of a youth still 
guarded with fragmentary arms the body of a little child. There were 
horrors enough for the survivors to endure. The memory of them is 
fresh in their mindis to the present day. « 

Such was the grei^b catastrophe of Elm. The hollow in the hills, 
whence the avalanche fell, can still be seen, and the pile of ruin against 
and below the Diiniberg ; but almost all the rest of the debris- covered 
area has been reclaiiped and now carries fields, which were ripening* 
to harvest when I saw them. The fallen rocks, some big as houses, 
have been blasted flat ; soil has been carried from afar and spread 
over the ruin. A channel, 40 feet deep or more, has been cut through 
it for the river, so that the structure of the rock-blanket caij, still be 
seen. The roots of young trees now grasp stones that took part in 
.that appalling flight from their old bed of thousands of years to the 
place of^their present repose. The valley has its harvests again, and 
the villagers go about their work as their forefathers did, but they 
remember the day of their visitation, and to tlie stranger coming 
amongst them they tell the tragic tale with tears in tlieir eyes and 
horror upon, their faces. 

W. Martin Conway. 
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L ast autumn Germany beheld a spectacle which might well have 
been performed in a fools* paradise. The EmperQr had made 
his speech at Koenigsberg (September 7), in which ho had roundly 
rated the Agrarian party for their opposition to the Russian commer- 
cial treaty, and told the nobility of Eastern Prussia that they had 
only a right to political existence if he was at their head ; he, how- 
ever, would forget the past on future good behaviour, and appealed to 
them to rally around him in the struggle for religion, morals, and 
order against the parties of subversion. The speech made a powerful 
impression thi'oughout Germany ; the Conservatives took the rebuke 
administered to them rather meekly, because they discerned in it the 
tone of mortified love. They tried, indeed, to establish a difference 
between the opposition against the Crown and that against its respon- 
sible advisers, but, in fact, they admitted that they had gone too far, 
and of course were ready to follow the Emperor in the struggle to 
which he had alluded. But what was astonishing was, that the whole 
National-Liberal press began a campaign for extraordinr.ry and sweep- 
ing measures against ‘‘ subversion measures of which Emperor 
had said nothing. This appeared the more bewildering, as Count 
Caprivi, whom they had supported in his bitter contest with the 
Agrarian opposition, was known to have refused an exceptional law 
against Anarchism, such as had been passed in France and Italy, just 
as at his accession to power he had let Bismarck’s law against the 
iSocial Democrats fall into abeyance. His experience of that law, as 
well as of the May-laws, had convinced him that exceptioi^al measures 
against one party only made them martyr^ and welded them into a 
compact unity. And it was evident thaf he had J^nown the speech 
of the Emperor before it was delivered. On the other hand, it was 
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equally well known that Count Eulenburg, President of the Prussian 
Ministry and Minister of the Interior, advocated such exceptional 
measures, some of which were of a nature incompatible with the con- 
stitution. The director of his press office, Dr. C. Hoessler, even pub- 
lished a pamphlet proposing to outlaw the Social Democrats and to 
establish a dictatorship. To ask for a “ programme of action against 
“ subversion ” without defining the meaning of that elastic expression, 
to clamour for exceptional measures, and for goiijg even to extreme • 
consequences, was not only a recurrence to the arsenal of Bismarckian 
arms, but waa, in fact, a campaign against Caprivi and for Eulenburg, 
scarcely veiled by the appeal to all State-conserving parties to form 
a union against subversion. The Centre party and the Consepatives 
were much wiser ; both declined any exceptional measures against 
social democracy, certainly not because they liad no predilection for 
them, bjat because they had learned by experience that such weapons 
were utterly ineffective and had only served to increase the power of 
the Socialists. They therefore refused to enter upon the union invited 
by the Liberals, saying that the Emperor’s appeal could only be 
realhed on the basis of positive Christian principles, to which the 
Liberals were* strongly opposed, as they had shown by their campaign 
against the School Bill of 1891. But at the same time the Conserva- 
tives saw with a malicious pleasure that the National Liberals were 
doing their work in mining the position of their hated antagonist, 
Count Caprivi. The explanation of this benighted policy is, probably, 
that in that party, which had long ago ceased to form a real unit, the 
interests of the large manufacturers were dominant — men who in 
calling for measures against subversion, in fact, meant restriction of 
the right of workmen to combine. A striking proof of this is to be 
found in the attitude which they took towards the trade-union of 
Christian miners of Bhineland and Westphalia. Assuredly such a 
union, avowedly founded in opposition to the Social Democrats, ought 
to have been hailed by all “ State-conserving parties,” and at first 
it really was so. But when the union gained power, the sharp eye of 
Baron Stamm, the chief leader of the large manufacturers, discovered 
that its realr tendency was “war to the great owners, and that the 
gist of its pfogfamme was only to demand constantly new advantages 
for the labourers,*' from which it resulted that that union was little 
better than those bf the Social Democrats, and must be opposed just 
like them. 

In the meantime the antagonism between the Chancellor and 
Count Eulenburg became acute, when the l^russian Ministry met to 
discuss the measures to be taken. Count Caprivi urged that the 
question was* not, iwhat poJicy might be desirable in itself, but what 
proposals of the confederate governments had a probable chance of 
acceptance by the present Beichstag ; for its dissolution would make 
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matters only worse, as the cry against the subversive parties would 
be the most unfortunate possible for a new election. He therefore 
deprecated all exceptional measures against social-democracy and 
confined his proposals to certain amendments of ^he common penalty 
law. Thus, for instance, the dynamite law of June 9, 1884, 
had evidently holes in it — it threatened with hard labour those who 
glorify dynamite crimes or criminals, but only those; so that the 
glorification of Ca^erio, who used a dagger, would not be punishable ; 
the law, therefore, thought Cfaprivi, should be 'extended so as to cover 
all praise of criminal outrage. * Other points may have been discussed, 
but it is certain that they also only tended to slight changes in the 
ordinary law. These moderate views of Count Caprivi found support 
from the majority of Ministers, particularly the Finance Minister, 
Miquel, and the Minister of Public Instruction, Dr. Bosse. The 
proposals of Count Eulenburg were therefore discarded^ and the 
Emperor consented to the programme of his Chancellor, who now 
invited the Ministers of the other principal states to a confidential 
conference at Berlin in order to arrive at a perfect understanding on 
the proposals to be laid before the Reichstag. The national Liberals 
drew in their horns and tried to cover up their ill-advised campaign 
by lame apologies and explanations which deceived'^ no one. The 
matter seemed to be settled; but Count Eulenburg, for whom 
resignation seemed unavoidable, had not given up the game. Shortly 
afterwards a deputation of the East Prussian landed proprietors 
waited on the Emperor and in the presence of Count Eulenburg, read an 
address to his Majesty, the concluding sentence of which was: 
“ Severe legislation in the hands of an energetic executive will even 
yet be able to crush summarily the agitation in so far as it is dangerous 
to the State and criminal and stains the honour of Germany.’* The 
president of the deputation has since avowed that on the eve of their 
reception he had an interview with Count Eulenburg, but denies that 
the latter had suggested that passage in the address. This may be 
true, as it is the custom to hand over the text of the address to be 
delivered before the reception to the Court-Marshal, but this 
functionary was the brother of the Minister, who, it is seated, had not 
disapproved of the sentence in question : indeed, he countenanced it by 
his presence at the reception. It was therefore a deliberate stroke at 
his victorious antagonist, who, ignorant of the whole affair, felt it as 
such and forthwith sent in his resignation. The Emperor went to see 
him (October ’23), in order to persuade him to withdraw it, and renewed 
his perfect adherence to the programme of the Chancellor, which derived 
new strength from the unanimous consent of the Federal Ministers 
assembled at Berlin ; and when Caprivi objected tl^at it^was impossible 
for him to work together with Eulenburg, who tried to thwart him by 
underhand manoeuvres, the Emperor empowered him to inform the 
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latter that this was his final Imperial resolution. This was done ; 
nothing remained to the vanquished Minister but to send in his 
resignation, and Caprivi once more seemed to be victorious. At a 
farewell dinner given to the federal Ministers he appeared in good 
spirits, and his guests left him with the conviction that the matter was 
settled. « 

But Qow came the surprise. The Emperor had gone to a hunting 
party at* Liebenberg, an estate of Count Philipr von Eulenburg, 
ambassador at Vienna, • where he met^ the two other brothers 
Eulenburg — namely, the Court-Marshaf and the Minister whose 
resignation he accepted, but with tokens of affectionate regret. It 
was here (some say somewhat later in the night) that the Emperor 
was shown an article in the Cologne Gazette^ which, once foremost 
in the campaign against repression, now, true to the habits of the 
‘‘great weathercock on the Rhine,” had turned to the victorious 
side, and celebrated exultingly the defeat of Eulenburg. The 
Prussian Minister at Hamburg, Herr von Kidderlin-Waechter, who 
had formerly been director of the Press Department in the Chan- 
cellor’s office, and was conversant with the manner in which the 
channels of the press are fed, may have helped to persuade the 
Emperor that tlfat article was inspired by the Chancellor. There is 
no doubt that his Majesty had reason to be dissatisfied with this mani- 
festation, for as the article appeared before he had accepted Eulenburg’s 
resignation, and peremptorily maintained that this Minister must go, 
it seemed to forestall his imperial resolution, and force him to jump 
over the ditch, a matter particularly distasteful to the strong self- 
consciousness of the Emperor’s nature. He therefore, next morning, 
sent the chief of his Cabinet to Caprivi, to ask him what was the 
origin of the article. The Chancellor replied that he had nothing 
to do with it, but that he could not disapprove it. The truth of the 
first part of this answer is borne out, not only by the declaration of 
the Cologne Gazette, which denied any official inspiration, but also by 
the fact that the Chancellor had recommended moderation to the 
press, as far as it depended upon the advice of his office. The second 
part of the ansv^er was uncalled for, as the Count, from the very 
fact of the inquiry, must have seen that the Emperor would resent 
it ; but the explanation is to be found in the Chancellor discerning 
that the Emperor disliked to see the difference of his contention with 
Eulenburg thus accentuated, and wished not to shut the door 
definitely to stronger measures for the future, to which he (Caprivi) 
would not consent, and that therefore he thought it better to retire at 
once. So it turned out, indeed, for, after receiving the answer, his 
Majesty’s resolution ];p part ^ith his Chancellor seems to have been 
settled. The proof of this is .to be found in the circumstance that, 
although Caprivi’s renewed resignation was only accepted in an inter- 
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viewVith the Emperor, which ended at four o’clock, Prince Hohenlohe 
arrived next morning at the Wildpark Station with his Under-Secretary 
of State^ Herr von Koeller, so that he must have left Strassburg by the 
2.40 train on the preceding day ; and as he musj: have had some hours 
to arrange for his departure, it is evident that the Emperor had sum- 
moned him by telegraph after having received Caprivi’s answer. 
Immediately after accepting the resignation the Emperor informed 
the Federal Mini^sters, who were still at Berlin, that nothing would 
be changed in the proposalfe to be laid before the Reichstag. The 
crisis, therefore, was an entirely personal one, caused by the Emperor’s 
susceptibility to encroachments upon his own resolutions. Small 
causes, great effects ; what in Scribe^s comedy, ‘‘ Un verre d’ean,” 
was the glass of water poured over the robe of Queen Anne by the 
Duchess of Marlborough, was here the article of an irresponsible daily 
paper ; but it is easy to understand that such a crisis lei^ves behind 
it a feeling of general insecurity for the future, the more so as it 
was not finished with Oaprivi’s resignation. The Agricultural 
Minister, von Heyden, has equally resigned, and has been replaced by 
Herr von Hammerstein, an agrarian of the purest water; and besides, 
the black messenger, Herr von Lucanus, chief of* the Imperial 
Cabinet, has intimated to the Minister of Justice, He A von Schelling, 
that he might go as well ; but as yet no willing candidate for the 
latter’s office has been found. The humorous side of the event is 
tliat Count Caprivi’s adversaries were as much bewildered by it as 
his friends, and did not know whether they ought to rejoice over the 
fall of their enemy or not, as no one knows what will come next. 

The choice of his successor is in many respects a fortunate one. 
I Vince Hohenlohe has not only proved himself a German patriot ever 
since as a young man he took his seat in the Bavarian Reichsrath, he 
afterwards became Minister President at Munich, and on April 9, 1869, 
issued his famous circular about the precautions which Governments 
should take in view of the coming proclamation of the infallibility of 
the Pope. He has won golden opinions as German Ambassador at 
Paris and as Governor of Alsace-Lorraine. In the former position 
he filled for eleven years the most difficult of diplomatic posts with 
consummate tact and ability, and succeeded so well rin disarming 
French hostility that his recall in 1885 was considered as an irre- 
parable loss both by the Government and the society of Paris. As 
Governor of the Reichsland he has the merit of having, by his personal 
interference, set aside Bismarck’s unfortunate plan of answering the 
hostile elections of 1887 by cancelling the Constitution of Alsace- 
Lorraine and establishing absolutism. He has shown moderation 
and skill in the performance of his duties, thevt^fruit'of which was 
seen in the enthusiastic reception of .the Emperor at the recent 
Strassburg manoeuvres. It is pretty certain that he will display the 
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' same qualities in his new office. He will never consent to provoking 
a conffict with the Eeichstag ; he will be conciliatory and yet firm, 
while his high social rank and mature experience will weigh with the 
Emperor, who cannot freat him as a general bound to obey. More- 
over, he does not enter upon his task as Bismarck’s successor ; he will 
not be constantly stumbling over the shadow of that great predecessor 
as did Ca;privi even in his» beat actions ; he is not a man like the 
latter, possessing not an acre, and living upon his salary, but a large 
landed proprietor,, and is Hot burdened by & commercial policy which 
he has not originated. But, admitting these advantages, the question 
arises. Will a man at his age (seventy-five^ be equal to the burden 
laid upon him ? Will he have the debating power necessary for 
struggles in the Beichstag ? Will he be able to parry the demands 
of the Agrarian party, which cannot be fulfilled, and yet are coun- 
tenanced by high Court influence ? If so, J’rince Hohenlohe will 
take a hig\i rank amongst German statesmen. The next few weeks 
will probably test whether his ability corresponds to his wish to serve 
his country. 



THE KNOWLEDGE OF GOOD AND EVIL. 


I N a former paper an attemj^t was made to illustrate and elucidate 
the relationship of spirit to matter, by drawing a parallel with 
that of thought to language ; and having followed ‘out 'the analogy 
in some detail, and having given what seemed a weighty and sufficient 
reason for regarding the life which is manifested in Nature as spiritual 
and not merely a mode of the Unknowable,'’ we left the subject 
at the moment of coming face to face with the awful and all-important 
question : If the principle which within us and without us is neces- 
sarily manifesting itself be divine, what does the contradiction of 
evil mean ? Supposing even (and as was then said this is a large 
supposition — too large to be admitted), that it could adequately be 
accounted for by that struggle for expression which was compared to 
the struggle of thought for utterance, still %vlu/. should such a 
struggle he ? There cannot be a doubt that this problem weighs 
heavily on the hearts and minds of the present generation, more 
heavily perhaps than in the case of any that have preceded it, though 
in all ages there have been those whom the contemplation of it has 
driven to the bitter conclusion : ‘‘Either God is not, all good, or He 
is not all wise, or He is not all powerful, or there* is ‘no God at all.” 
This last is the form of negation to which preference seems to be 
given in our own day, and the writer has no hesitation in agreeing 
that if it be accepted, any attempt towards forwarding a solution of 
the problem of evil must be hopeless. It is equally hopeless, however, 
if we exclude from consideration the data with which science now so 
abundantly provides us regarding the development of the “ material 
universe, and more especially of its organic diwsion.* Accepting the 
facts of science, and of the Christian Eevelatiun, modern dis- 
coveries may do much towards convincing us that we are not 
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* forced to make a choice between the four alternatives named above, 
but that even though Season cannot yet do more than try her 
wings in a region which so far transcends that of her ordinary flights, 
she may yet perceive tkat the goal towards which tshe is struggling is 
identical with the starting point of faith ; that not despite, but hecausr 
of the existence, the all-goodneas, the all-power and the all-wisdom 
of God, the problem of evil has been formulated and will be solved. 

The great advantage which science affords to thoSe who attempt, 
either from the 'side of philosophy or religion, to approach the 
deeper questions .of existence, is in supplying correct and carefully 
verified facts by which theory may be tested, and this is an advantage 
peculiar to modern times. The ancient philosophers were compelled 
to construct a universe a priori^ evolving its laws from their own 
minds, and the marvellous insight which they showed, and the 
remarkable, ^manner in which their conjectures sometimes closely 
approximated to later discovered truth, give proof of the very real 
correspondence between the intelligible world and the intelligence that 
desires to apprehend it. Bnt these great thinkers had no objective 
data upon which to go ; their reasoning was purely deductive and 
continually operi^to the objection of Kant: “It is indeed a very 
common fate of human reason first of all to finish its speculative 
edifice as soon as possible, and then only to inquire whether the 
foundation be sure,** ^ to build, in fact, a veritable castle in the 
air, instead of a solid brick and stone edifice. In our own age 

we are confronted by a different danger; it is not from a dearth 

of facts we suffer, but from unwillingness or incapacity to use 
the facts we have. Metaphysic has fallen into such disrepute 

(though signs of a reaction are not wanting) that it is almost 

taken for granted a metaphysician must be one “ who speculates 
without data,** a' proceeding which the nineteenth century rightly 
looks upon with supreme contempt. But with the data which are 
now forthcoming, no philosopher need be at a loss for solid material, 
and some have already shown that they are abundantly willing to 
accept the inductiv^e basis which science provides, and to prove their 
appreciation of it by endeavouring to raise a superstructure worthy 
of the foundation, one in which a wider, clearer view shall be obtained 
from the upper stories than from the basement, a result which Science 
herself should be the first to recognise and appreciate. 

^ The great fundamental cosmic process with which we are brought 
face to face in every branch of natural science is evolution; and 
evolution points pre-eminently to a self-determining principle in 
nature. It is this, no doubt, more than its supposed incompatibility 
with the Scriptural account of the origin of the universe and of man, 
which has caused so much unfounded alarm among religious persons. 

* “ Critique of Pure Reason.” Introduction. 
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“ Now, origins as well as causes are reduced to resident forces and®* 
natural law ; now, nature is sufficient of itself, not only for susten- 
tation but for creation. Thus science has seemed to push God farther 
and farther away i^om us, until now, if this view be true, evolution 
^finishes the matter by pushing Him quite out of the universe and dis- 
pensing with Him altogether.” * But this, as the same writer subse- 
quently points out, is a very superficial way of regarding ^he matter, 
and as misleadilg as superficial conclusions usually are. What the 
knowledge of this principals of evolution has really, done for us is to 
give an intellectual insight, hitherto unattainable, intg the relationship 
between God and nature, and this is a gift not to be despised ; for 
the intellect is no less intrinsically human than the moral qualities, 
and it is the whole man which needs to know God and to be known 
of Him, though the intuitive perception by the religious consciousness 
of a great truth may precede — in this very instance lia'i preceded — 
by long ages its verification by the reason. The apostles and early 
Christian fathers, owing to their firm grasp on the truth of the Incar- 
nation, clearly saw the double aspect of the divine relationship to 
nature theologically expressed as the immanence and transcendence 
of God. In Him we live and move and have ou*r being.^’ “ In 
Him all things hold together.” Yet, at the same time, ‘‘ He is 
before all things,” ‘‘ God over all, blessed for ever.” And here we 
may remark that the teaching of the New Testament is rather to see 
nature in God than God in nature. All things, we are given to 
understand, are in God ; but not until self-consciousness is attained, 
not till there is light as well as life is He known to be also 
in them — known, that is, to be not only sustaining His creation 
in existence, but to have communicated to it His own life. 

Nature in God, and God in man ; this would seem to be the 
order of the Christian Ilevelation, and it is the truth of the 

communicated life which the * great facts of evolution at once 
vindicate and uphold, because they teach us to regard the universe 

as a mighty organism, in every part of which the life of the whole is 

present. This is the true meaning of an organism, “a unity of 
organisms, organic in all its parts,” animated by a lifeAvhich, though 
embraced in a wide circle, is still centred in itself.” + 'None can deny 
that this is the kind of life which modern science teaches us to see 
in nature. For myself,” says Professor Huxley, “ I am bound to 
say that the term ‘ Nature ^ covers the totality of that which is. The 
world of psychical phenomena appears to me to be as much a part of 
nature as the world of physical phenomena ; and I am unable to 
perceive any justification for cutting the world into two halves, one 
natural and one supernatural.”! And again, IVofrs^r Le Conte : 

* Professor Le Conte, “Evolution and its Relation to Religious Thought,” p. 281. 

t “ Hegel, “ by Professor E. Caird, p. 179. 

4 : “ Essays on Controverted Questions/* p. :55 tiote. 
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“ What is spirit ? We know things only by their phenomena ; what are 
the phenomena of spirit? Consciousness, will, intelligence, memory, love, 
hate, fear, desire — surely these are some of them. But has not a dog or a 
monkey all these ? Pressed mth this difficulty, some have indeed felt com- 
pelled to accord immortSil spirit to. higher animals, r But we cannot stop 
here. J f to these, then also to all animals, for we have liere only a sliding- 
scale without break. Can we stop now and make it co-extensive with 
sentiency,? No ; for the lowest animals and lowest plants merge into one 
another so* completely that no one can draw the lino between them with 
certainty. We must, extend it to plants al^o. Shall Vo stop here and 
make immortal spkit co-extonsive with life i We cannot, for life-force is 
certainly correlated with, transmiitablo into, derivable from physical and 
chemical forces. We must extend it into dead nature also. Therefore 
everything is immortal or none.'' - 

Thus inorganic, organic, and super-organic phenomena are all mani- 
festations of a single developing life, w^hether we choose to call that 
lifd natural tOr spiritual. But, as has been pointed out in previous 
essays, if this be the case, the only standpoint from which we can 
get anything like a satisfactory and comprehensive survey of this life 
is the highest known manifestation of it, and that is man. Anthropo- 
morphism becomes a necessity forced upon us by Science herself. 
We had no right, while the “ material universe and man ^vere 
considered as two separate entities, to interpret the one by the other. 
Now we are compelled to do so, or to leave any attempt at interpre- 
tation alone, and this the mind of man 'cannot consent to. “ In that 
which is in any sense self-determined, the intelligence recognises its 
counterpart,”! and so recognising, feels tluit it carries within itself 
the key to all the problems with which it is vexed, nor will it rest 
until they are solved. Hitherto, however, tlie Tnod(‘rn tendency, 
despite the teaching of evolution, has been towards a solution which 
endeavours to explain away self-determination, and to place all nature 
— man, of course, included — under necessity. We are so accustomed 
“to regard objects as determined,* not by themselves, but by other 
objects, that to modern science this mode of viewing them seems the 
only natural one, and instead of finding its own fr(*edom in the world, 
the mind rather begins to consider itself, like all other objects, as 
subjected to the law of external necessity.” But such reasoning is 
based upon a tbtal misappreliension of what evolution involvefv— viz., 
a union of freedom Jtnd necessity. In it these are opposed only as 
two sides of one trutli are opposed. The truth is self-determination, 
the opposite sides are freedom and necessity. That which is deter- 
mined must be determined according to some law ; that which is 
externally determined according to an external law, then we have 

♦ Evolution and its Relation to Religions Thought,” p. 203. Trofessor Lc Conte 
explains afterwards that sjcli immortality is valutjless to a human being, and is in 
fact, regarded from rnan*s* point or view, not. immortality at all. It is pfraiatence of 
peraonalitfj which alone constitutes iraiaortality to a human being, and this of course Is 
impo-ssiblc below the human stage because personality has not even been attained. 

t “ Hegel,” by Prof. E. Caird, p. 191. 
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necessity only ; that which is internally or self-determined according 
to an internal law, then we have freedom and necessity both — a law 
of liberty. A theory of the universe as subject to external necessity 
regards it as a manfifacture ; a theory of the universe as subject to 
internal necessity regards it as an organism, free to develop. That is 
what freedom means, not an exhibition of irresponsible caprice, but a 
manifestation of law, inexorable because it is not impesed/upon the 
life from without, but is developed from within as the expression of 
that life’s essential nature. Eegarding the universe in this way, — 
and it is the only way in which we can regard it if* it is an organic 
whole, we are compelled to allow that there is a certain indepen- 
dence ” in its life. It has not been made ; it has been made to make 
itself, and the outcome of this process, the epitome in which we are 
to study it, is man, man in whom lies the knowledge of good and evil. 

A very high scientific authority * — one, too, to whom the^ spread of 
popular knowledge on the subject of organic evolution is largely 
due, — has recently laid down the from him somewhat astounding 
proposition, that at a certain stage of development — viz., the ethical, 
man and the universe part company, that the cosmos has no 
sort of relation to moral ends,^’ and that man’s ^ future progress 
depends on the courage and capacity with which he combats the 
cosmic process, lie further says that ‘‘if the cosmos is the eCEect 
of an immanent, omnipotent and infinitely beneficent cause, the 
existence in it of real evil, still less of necessarily inherent evil, is 
plainly inadmissible.^* With regard to the “necessarily inherent 
evil,*^ we may at once concede the point. With regard to real evil 
that is only rendered inadmissible if we regard nature as the 
“ totality of that which is,*’ thus making God and nature convertible 
terms, but scientific considerations point to no such conclusion. 
The facts of evolution, as science knows them, are, superficially, 
equally compatible with the Spinozean doctrine, which in calling 
nature “ the totality of that which is ’* Professor Huxley appears 
inclined to adopt, or with the Christian faith ; but if the latter is 
able to supply a clue to the meaning of those facts-while the former 
is not, it is to the Christian faith that intellectual adherence must 
be given, and that on precisely the same grounds ^hat adherence is 
given to the undulatory instead of to the emissive theory of light, or 
to “ the origin of species *’ through the operatioh of natural causes, 
instead of by special creation. It is possible that there may be some 
— ^perhaps even many— educated persons who would .say that they 
did not know in the former of these two cases which theory to 
regard as true ; a few might even assert that the knowledge was un- 
attainable. Such agnostics would not be rd'^arded as v ry reliable guides 
by physicists ; and agnostics in religioils matters who take for granted 
♦.Professor Huxley in his Romanes LeotuTO, Evolution and Ethics," 1893. 
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that the unknown to them is to all the unknowable, because they will 
not be at the pains to make the necessary investigations themselves, 
and are unable or unwilling to give credence to those who do, place 
themselves on the satne level with the agnosticsc in scientific matters 
who do not know for t]ie simple reason that they do not care to know. 

The problem of evil cannot perhaps be better presented from the 

scientific' point of view than in the following words of Professor Huxley : 

( 

“ The propounders of what are cjilled ‘ ethics of evolution,* when 
the ‘ evolution of ethics * would usually better express the object of their 
speculations, adduce a number of more or less interesting facts, and more 
or lass sound arguments, in favour of the origin of the moral sentiments, 
in the same way as other natural phenomena, by a process of evolution. 
I have little doubt, for my own part, that they are on the riglit trac^ ; but 
as the immoral sentiments have no less been evolved, there is, so far, as 
much natural sanction for the one as for the other. The thief and the 
murderer ^ftllow Nature just as much as the philanthropist. Cosmic evolu- 
tion may teach us how the good and the evil tendencies of man may have 
come about ; but in itself, it is incompetent to furnish any better reason why 
what we call good is preferable to w^hat we call evil than we had before.’* * 

It is just where cosmic evolution show's itself to be incompetent 
that the Christi|m religion steps forward and declares its competency. 
Let us then see whether it is indeed equal to the formidable task 
it has undertaken. In the first place, a few preliminary statements 
must be made. 

1 . The position laid down by Professor Huxley that the cosmic 
process’” has no sort of relation to moral ends, cannot be accepted. 
The moral qualities are an outcome of the “ cosmic process *’ ; the 
fact that, however devoid of “ reason ” it may be, we have an un- 
conquerable conviction that what we call good is preferable to what 
we call evil,” would seem to indicate that the ‘^thief and the murderer ” 
do not follow Nature just as much as the philanthropist.” Moreover, 
the “ cosmic process," of which super-organic evolution is necessarily 
a part, tends finally to eliminate the evil. Whether conscious or 
unconscious this is certainly “ a moral end.” t 

2. A provisional definition must be given of the meaning of 

* “Evolution &nd*Etliics,” p. 31. 

t In Note 19 in the Appendix to his Romanes Lecture, Professor Huxley seems him- 
self to feel the need of some qualification to the very unqualified statements quoted 
above. He there says : V Of course, strictly .speaking, social life and the ethical process, 
in virtue'of which it advances towards perfection, are part and parcel of the general 
process of evolution, just as the gregarious habit of innumerable plants and animals, 

which has been of immense advantage to them, is so Among birds and mammals 

societies are formed of which the bond seems in many cases to be purely psychological 
— i.c., it appears to depend upon the liking of the individuals for one another's com- 
pany. The tendency of individuals to over self-assertion is kept down by fighting. 
Even in these rudimentary forms of society love and feat come into play, and enforce 
a greater or less r^nunclAion of se^^will. To this extent the general cosmic process 
begins to be checked by a rudimentary ethical process, which is, strictly speaking, 
part of the former, just as the * goverVior ’ in a steam engine is part of the mechanism 
of the engine.” This qualification is so thorough-going that it amounts to n 
contradiction. 



THE KNOWLEDGE OF GOOD AND EVIL. 841 


“ good ” and evil.” For this we may turn to Mr. Spencer : “ Under 
all circumstances we call that good which is fitted to the purpose for 
which it was intended, we call that perfect which is perfi^ctly so fitted.” * 
Evil, of course, as th% converse of this.. * 

3. We must be allowed to assume the truth of the Christian 

Revelation for the purpose of testing its competency to deal with the 
problem of evil. This is only following scientific precedent. Tb quote 
one instance out df many, t^e theory of “ caloric ” was not rejected 
until the appeal to experiment decided against it. It Was not rejected 
first apd tlie experiments made afterwards. • 

4. Since ethical man is the outcome of the cosmic process, and 
since he is its highest outcome, we shall find the problem of evil most 
distinctly stated in liim. Consequently we shall study it in him, and 
in him endeavour to read, its meaning for that which is below him. 

According to the definition given above (2), What ^ip man's 
“ good ? The Christian Revelation supplies no uncertain answer to 
this question. Human nature has received the stamp of sonship to 
(Joel; for human life to be ‘‘good,” therefore, it must be fitted to 
enter into conscious union with the Divine Life ; to attain perfection 
that union must embrace the whole nature of man. His environment 

t 

is God, and at all points he must respond to that environment, or his 
life is less good than it is capable of being. Conscious union with 
God is the “ purpose for which man “ was intended ” ; it is conse- 
quently the supreme need of his nature. The practical recognition of 
this fact makes the Bible the Book of Books, and Christianity the 
Faith of Faiths. To become one with God, not by submergence in 
the infinite gulf of the Divine Being, but by conscious, uninterrupted 
communion with the Divine Self, this is the goal of man as repre- 
sented in Christianity, the end for which he came into existence, and 
this is his good. Such a conception of good leads to a corresponding 
conception of evil. It is that which unfits man to respond to the 
divine environment, to lead a life of conscious sonship to the Divine 
Father. It is separation from God. And the separation of man from 
God involves separation from his fellows, for it means that he has 
become self-centred instead of God-centred ; confine \ within the 
narrow compass of his own individuality he is unable to j-eceive, unable 
to contribute, his share of the common life. Such isolation is death 
wherever it occurs, for it is not from man only thiJt the debt to the 
environment .is due, but from every individualised existence which 
has drawn from the common store the material which it has annexed 
and transmuted into new powers of organic development. Every 
natural process impresses this fact upon us. The rivers whose waters 
were originally drawn from the ocean ultimate!^ re’ urn to it again, 
not as formless vapour, but as separate and mighty streams, each 
* **Data of Ethics/* § 8 p. 21. 
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having contributed to the wealth and fertility of the countries through 
which it has flowed. The plants which obtain from soil and air the 
materials for their self-development, and store the solar energy to 
which they owe their existence, give it forth ag^in ages afterwards as 
light and heat for man, or in dying minister to the animal life which 
without them could not be. Animals whose higher vitality makes a 
proportionately larger demand upon the environment, unconsciously 
modify and enrich the surroundings which are the /conditions of their 
existence, so tkat throfaghout the whole range of nature we find a 
union of giving and receiving, which presents the law of sacrifice under 
the aspect of restitution. Nor is it otherwise when we reach the 
human stage. Man who has received the supreme gift of self-con- 
scious life, is least of all able to sustain and develop that life in isola- 
tion. In order to his self-realisation, he makes imperious demands 
upon the*, external world ; all that is must contribute to form the 
raw material transmuted by his self-conscious preception into the 
experience which feeds his sensuous, intellectual, and ethical life. He 
levies almost boundless contributions, and contracts equally boundless 
obligations, most of all towards his fellows. To them he consciously 
turns for hel^), for sympathy, for afiection, for the satisfaction and 
exercise of all* that part of his nature which marks him out as man, 
and to those on whom he is thus dependent he owes an equal service. 
In order either to realise himself, or to contribute to the self-realisa- 
tion of others, however, he must be open on all sides to the Divine 
Life which is the parent of his own. The self whicli he has received 
from it he must render to it again, not through annihilation of every- 
thing that makes it a self, but by laying it with all its conscious powers 
on the altar of voluntary service. Thus the inter-union of giving 
exhibited throughout the cosmos reaches in man the height of willing 
sacrifice and mutual intelligent love. This is the law of his life, and 
to disobey it is, in so far as the disobedience goes, to perish to God 
and man alike. 

We must next remark that the knowledge of good and evil is 
divinely claimejl. Whatever interpretation we may put upon the 
opening chapters of Genesis, however freely we may concede that in 
scientific insighC they do not go beyond the time in which they were 
written, still as CHristians we believe, and we must bear in mind, that 
they were intended by the all-wise Father to convey to His human 
children real and eternal spiritual truths. The existence of evil was 
to press and has pressed, throughout the whole era of human life on 
earth, as a sore and heavy burden; it was to be a problem whose 
apparent hopelessness would drive many of the noblest hearts and 
intellects to despaif. Such being the case, we should expect to find 
in the treatment of evil in ^tbe inspired records, some clear unmis- 
takable guidance as to the way in which this dread, this tre- 
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mendous problem was to be regarded and stated, and this in the very 
first pages of the Bible we do find : “ Behold, the man has become as 
one of ns to know good and evil.” * 

Whatever these yords may mean, and their deep import can 
hardly fail to strike any serious student of Scripture, they must at 
least mean this, that the abyss of evil has been sounded by the 
Divine Omniscience, that by the knowledg€f of evil, — as knowledge 
merely, — man is not separated from his God ; nay, as these words 
imply, and as the whole teaching of the Bible, and •specially of the 
Now Testament makes us dare to hope and to believe, •by this know- 
ledge a closer union between the Divine and the human is rendered 
possible. The manner of the divine knowledge we cannot 
venture to conjecture. The manner of the human knowledge can 
be but one e^xj^ericnrc, for save by experience it is not possible for 
man to know anything. In other words, for man to know* what evil 
— i.c., separation from God means, he must undergo that separation. 
The necessity for that knowledge seems at any rate not altogether be- 
yond our comprehension, and to' it we will presently return ; but it 
is advisable first to notice that this conception of evil is incompatible 
with regarding it as a lower form of good. Even, partial want of 
correspondence with the environment can never be otherwise than 
inimical to life. In so far as it exists there is death and not life ; 
were it complete, death would have conquered life. It never has 
been complete in the case of man ; he has been always more or less 
conscious of his deficiency, always striving, however blindly and im- 
perfectly, to remedy it, ‘‘ seeking after God if haply he might find 
Him.” That such a separation should have been possible at all is 
due to ‘‘ the certain independence of life,” pointed to, as we have 
already observed, by the principle of evolution. The relationship of 
man to God is expressed as sonship ; the whole course of evolution 
has tended to the actualisation of this sonship, making that which 
was in the beginning a mere “ promise and potency ” an accomplished 
fact. If man is a son, the whole universe partakes in his sonship. 
Now the life of a sou though impossible without, the life of the 
Father is yet not synonymous with it. So much the h’^man relation- 
ship may teach us ; and since it has been chosen to expi ess the Divine, 
our wisdom is to accept the light thus unmistakably given. The life 
which is in man — and in the universe — ^is of divine origin because 
communicate^ by God ; it is free or self-determining (consequently 
not under compulsion by God) because it is d&rived, not shared, 
and in this power of self-determination the possibility of evil — i,e,y 
of separation lies. The son can rebel against his father because he 

* It is not of course intended, as the context will abundantly show, to make this 
solitary passage bear the whole weight of proof of the divine knowledge of good and 
evil. The proof lies in all revelation taking this word in its widest sense, and remem- 
bering (as is pointed out later) that holiness is incompatible with ignorance of evil. 
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is a son and not an instrument or member, a mere temporary and 
pariial manifestation of the totality of that Tvhich is.” It may be 
added also that the possibility of separation from God depends on His 
personal Being. If we are to regard the Div^’ne Principle as “ the 
restless fiery energy operating according to law, out of which all 
things emerge and into which they return in the endless successive 
cycles the great year ; which creates and destroys worlds as a 
wanton child builds up and anon levels sand-castles on the sea- 
shore,*^ * we cannot of bourse conceive o^f separation from it, for it is 
not only in igll things, it is all things. Personal beings can be 
separated, can hate instead of loving one another even though they 
share a common life, because in each one that life is individualised, 
in each the self-determining principle exists, and differentiates itself 
from itself as manifested in other individuals and in the whole. It 
is thus that human beings are distinct and yet share in a common 
nature. When we rc'gard their relationship to God instead of to one 
another, we may still — following the Christian Revelation — to some 
extent apply the same reasoning, because of the Fatherhood which is 
the substance of that revelation, the true community of nature which 
the Incarnatton implies.^ If we could shake ourselves free from 
pre-conceived notions of what ought to be, and listen to the divine 
teaching as to what is, accepting the simple and obvious meaning of 
these names “ Father ” and “ Son,” they would be a revelation in 
themselves by which even the darkest problems would be seen capable 
of solution, however partially that solution can as yet be worked out. 
And if they seem to confer upon man too high a dignity, or, to our 
limited apprehension, derogate too much from the supreme majesty 
of God, we must remember that He Himself selected these names to 
express the relationship between man and Himself, and that they 
must therefore more accurately represent its true nature than any 
terms we can invent. 

It may appear at first that thus throwing the possibility, and con- 
sequently the ultimate reason of evil, upon the fact of man’s sonship 
to God, makes ^he problem even more terrible than before. The 
whole teaching of Revelation, the whole inward consciousness of ethical 
man, make lian'ifest the truth that evil is utterly antagonistic to the 
divine nature, is hateful to and abhorred by Him, in whom is no 
darkness of separation, but the clear and unsullied light of perfect 
unity and union. Why then should sonship entail that which 
threatens to obscure — nay, destroy it ? In other words, why should 
God have permitted separation from Himself in a universe which 
derives its life from His, — in a being the end of whose existence is 
full and conscious Inion with the Father of his spirit ? There can 

* “ Evolution and Ethics,” p. 23.» 

+ “Since, then, the children are sharers in flesh and blond, He Himself likewise 
partook of the same.” — Hebrews ii. 14 (K.V.). 
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be but one answer to this question. The separation was allowed in 
order that the realisation of the Divine Life in the universe might be 
complete, that the union of man with God might be perfect, the 
result of intelligent love, aspiration, and obedience, not of inability to 
choose. The knowledge of good and evil, we. have said, is a divine 
knowledge. We assert this every time that we assert the holiness 
of God, for holiness is not compatible witK ignorance of cwil ; the 
latter state is one “of innocepce, beautiful, indeed, but with a purity 
which appeals to us by its weakness, not by its strength ; whose safety 
lies in being unaware of, not in overcoming evil. Ibr man to be 
united to God, it is not sufficient that he should be innocent, he must 
be holy ; hence his education through the experience of evil. And 
if the question be still pressed : Why could no other education have 
sufficed ? It must be answered, no other was possible. 

‘‘ The possible only is possible of accomplishment even to the Almighty. 
And one of the impossibilities is having made man free [i.g., self-determining] 
to (‘ompel him to act as if he were necessitated [/.(?., under external law]. 
To suspend the will when it inclined to sin, were to prevent sin by the 
destruction of freedom. And sin were in that case not prevented, for the 
wdll that had meant to do evil [t.c., to separate itself from the will of God, 
‘to substitute self for God as the law and end of being’] w^re an evil will, 
and could never be restored to being without being restored to evil. Evil 
once intended may bo vanquished by being allowed ; but were it hindered 
by an act of annihilation, then the victory would rest with the evil which 
liad compelled the Creator to retrace llis steps. And, to carry the preven- 
tion backward another sbige, if the possibility of evil had hindered the 
creative action of God, then lie would have been as it were overcome 
by its very shadow. Into this discussion, then, omnipotence cannot enter. 
.... But if ‘ permit ’ in its physical sense is irrelevant, in its ethical it has 
here no place. God did not ‘ permit ’ sin to be [save ‘ by creating a being 
capable of sinning, and only thus could lie create a being capable of obey- 
ing ’] ; it is in its essence the transgression of His law, and so His only 
attitude to it is one of opposition.” * 

But of what law is it the transgression ? Of nothing less than the 
law of God’s own Being, of that perfection of moral nature which He 
reveals to us as His. We forget often that law is the expression as 
well as the rule of the life which is conformed to it. God is not 
UTuler law, but His whole universe tells us that law. is ^divine, per- 
taining, that is, to His nature, a condition of His e::istence. Man, 
in so far as he separates himself from God, is lawless, and so at vari- 
ance with “the principle which within him and without him is 
necessarily realising itself.” Yet it is by this principle he lives, so 
that, in opposing himself to God, he opposes himself to himself.t But 

* “The Place of Christ in Modern Theology,” Fairbairn, p. 456. 

+ ** I find then the law, that, to mo who would do^good, e\4l is present. For I de- 
light in the law of God after the inward man : but I see a dififeroni aw in my members, 
warring against the law of my mind, and bringing me into captivity under the law of 
B in which is in my members. O wretched man that 1 am I who shall deliver me out 
of-this body of death 1 ”~Rom. vii. 21 (11. V.). 
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that which enables man to oppose himself to God, is the personal — 
i,e., the self-determining life which is his, and which is what it has 
been agreed to call spiritual.* The often-insisted-upon opposition 
between spirit and iflatter, to which some have ceferred the existence 
of evil, is therefore se^n to be resolved into an opposition of spirit to 
itself. This may appear clearer by referring to the analogy of 
thought and language.* Thought cannot be opposed to, though it 
may be inadequately rendered by the li^nguage which is its expres- 
sion ; but thought can be in contradiction with, or opposed to itself. 
This is entirely conceivable — nay, it is a matter of experience. In 
like manner spirit cannot be opposed to, though it may be imperfectly 
expressed by matter which is its manifestation, but it can, J^ecause 
of the variety of manifestation entailed by the personal element, be 
opposed to itself. In the fact that the opposition is to itself, however, 
lies the, hope — nay, the assurance — of ultimate reconciliation and 
unity. “ No absolute defeat of the spirit — no defeat that does not 
contain the elements of a greater triumph, — can possibly take place in 
a world which is itself nothing but the realisation of spirit.” f Nor 
must we, in thus recognising the fact of the opposition of spirit to 
itself, fall intp the error of supposing that the divine nature is 
opposed to itself. The life of the universe is derived froviy not shared 
with God. God is not nature, but the Source of nature ; He is not 
mankind, but the Father of mankind, so that men have the distinc- 
tiveness, the individuality, the freedom of sons. 

Though the subject so far transcends the limits within which it 
must be here confined, th(' Christian Revelation has nevertheless been 
shown competent to do that which " cosmic evolution ” of itself cannot 
do — viz., “ furnish a reason why what we call good is preferable to 
what we call evil,” and that without denying the reality testified to 
by ‘‘ the universal experience of mankind ” of “ pain and sorrow and 
wrong ” ; for if man’s “ good ” be union with God, and if for its 
realisation man must be holy because God is holy, then the “ moral 
sentiments ” have produced credentials which the immoral nevor can, 
and the separation from God of which the latter are a sign is seen to be 
theoretically *as well as practically the source of all that we call “ evil.’* 
There remains, however, the supreme form of the question asked some- 
times in assumed indifference, often in the agony of despair : Is life 
under such conditions worth having ? Will the issue justify the long 
travail- pangs which are its antecedent ? Since “ the immense multi- 
tude of sentient beings which (it is said) cannot profit by man’s 
discipline ” suffer with him, since to man himself the partial and 
temporary separation from God is fraught with anguish so intense, 

can any subsequent bliss he a sufficient compensation, not to some 

# 

* See Essay in this Review, September, 1894, on “Spirit and Matter.” 

t “ Hegel,” Professor B. Caird, p. 141. 
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individuals only, but to the whole race, the whole universe, or would 
it for man and nature alike have been better not to be ? It is 
hardly now, — in the present stage of transition and imperfection, — 
when the outlook is still so dim tbnd the pain so keen, that this 
question can be adequately answered. There are some — thank God 
there are many, — who in the midst of the conflict are so assured of 
the certainty and the worth of victory, that they can unhesitatingly 
reply in the afflrrhative. -A,ll Christians who are true to their faith 
are among these. Others, again, are driven to despair and defiance 
by what appear the hideous ironies and relentless cruelties of uncon- 
trollable conditions. To all such it may be said : We cannot judge 
of the! till the goal is reached. “We must not think of Creation 
as completed ; it is only in process,” and part of the process is the 
experience of evil, tiot because God created evil, — He could not create 
separation from Himself, — but because the ideal of His universe is 
sonship, and because the perfect union of sonship could not have been 
attained without the freedom to choose between that and separation. 
And what applies to man, applies in lower measure to lower nature. 
His hope is its hope, for their lot is cast in together and they cannot 
bo divided. In the meanwhile, during the time of discipline and 
education, the very depth of the anguish which separation from God 
entails, is some measure of the joy which full and perfect union with 
Him must mean. The capacity for happiness is gauged to a great 
extent by the capacity for pain, and this being so, the one unanswer- 
able reason for boundless hope may well lie in what seems at first 
sight unfathomable despair. 

There remains yet one point which must not be left unnoticed ; 
for it is impossible to terminate an essay in which the supreme ques- 
tion of free-will has been under consideration, without reference to 
what is known as “ universal restoration,’^ the attainment, that is, of 
every individual man to the full and complete union with God which 
is his good. As has already been shown, such perfect union can only 
be the result of intelligent love, aspiration, and obedience, of free and 
conscious self-surrender in fact. For this reason it has seemed to 
many deep thinkers, among others to Frederick D ulison Maurice, 
that to look upon universal restoration as a certuiuuy is impossible, 
because self -surrender cannot be forced. Were God to compel the 
surrender of man’s will, that will would have cedsed to be free, and, 
therefore, it. would seem we have no alternative but to regard per- 
sistence in evil — i.e., in separation from God as a possibility. The 
only adequate answer to this difficulty would appear to lie in the 
following consideration. The life of man— as of the universe — is in 
its origin divine. That very principle of self-dete^ mihation, through 
which the possibility of evil has ariserf, is a proof of it. But if the 
origin be divine the goal must also be divine ; we come from God, 
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and we return to God not by external compulsion, but by necessity oi 
nature, that internal necessity in whose operation freedom is an ele- 
ment, and therefore however long in individual cases the separation 
may last, however terrible the experience of tha^ separation may be, 
ultimately it must be perceived as that which it is, the source of all 
suffering, darkness and confusion ; and once so perceived, the will 
without ‘eompulsion turn? towards the sole remedy, self-surrender and 
union. That such a conclusion is at variance with ‘popular theology 
need not deter* ns from accepting it. There is much in popular 
theology entirely alien to the Christian Faith, not least that deifica- 
tion of evil which however decently veiled and draped, would never- 
theless divide the universe between it and God. Such a division 
cannot really be, and however dim and distant may appear that 
" divine event to which the whole creation moves,” Christians at least 
can have so doubt as to what it is — the attainment of the divine 
Ideal, “ when God shall be all and in all,” and the last and most 
erring of His sons enter into that voluntary union which is the one 
and perfect good. 

Emma Marie Caillari). 



THE. STATE AS A PATIENT.* 


S OME time ago a conversation took place in reference to the com- 
petence of some teachers in a village school near me, and the 
suggestion was made by one of the interlocutors that the less people 
knew the better they were able to teach. When first heard this 
doctrine I thought it novel. But I have observed that it is more 
often acted on than expressed, especially in matters of politics ; that 
ignorant teachers undertake to teach, and people who know that 
the teachers are ignorant go to them to learn. Whether the 
results bo always satisfactory, I am not sure ; and therefore it is not 
without some surprise that I find that in asking me to address you, 
you too are acting, perhaps without thinking of it, on the proposition 
to which I have alluded. For you, gentlemen, are a body of teachers, 
and teachers I am sure whose efficiency results not from your ignorance 
but from your knowledge — teachers on the great subjects of History, 
of Social Science, and of Political Philosophy — subjects on which I 
cannot venture to think myself an expert or a proficient. It is 
therefore with very sincere distrust that I address you this evening, 
and I confess that I have not been able to find an^ one theme with 
which I could satisfactorily occupy your attention, anljl shall there- 
fore beg you to put up with a few somewhat disjointed reflections and 
observations on political societies in general. 

We know, on the indubitable authority of Lucian, that when 
Charon got away from his boat and his oar and came to the upper 
world, and, as good luck would have it, fell in with his friend 
Mercury, one of the things which he wanted to see was the great 
cities of which there was so much talk in the world below — ^Nineveh 

and Babylon and Mycenao and Cleonae, anH especiolJ/ T^roy, which for 

■ 

* Being, with some slight alterations, an Address to the Social and Political 
Bducation League, delivered 12th June, 1894, 
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ten years kept bis ferry so busy that be never got time to clean ujp 
his boat. “ Nineveh, my good ferryman/^ said Mercury, in reply, “ has 
already perished, and not a tracte of it remains, and you cannot tell 
where it stood. That little place there is BabyloiL, once so celebrated 
for its towers and its aize ; but you will soon have to search for it 
as for Nineveh; and as for Mycena) and Cleonso, I should be 
ashamed* to show them to'you, and Troy still n^re so; for I am sure 
that when you get back to Hades you ^ould '^haff Homer to death 
for the bombast* of his epic poetry. But, nevertheless, these cities 
were once florfrishing and prosperous, but now they too are dead. 
For cities, good Mr. Ferryman, die like men, airoOviicrKovfTi yap, w 
TTOpO/LitVj Kai TToXeir Sjgtt^p iivOptOTroiP , 

That is a grave word which the scoffing Lucian has uttered — cities 
die like men. Will it ever come to pass that this mighty London, 
with her cfash and her roar, will be silent as Persepolis and Susa ; 
that no more souls will depart thence to load the boat of Charon ; 
that her palaces will be buried in their own rubbish like the Birs 
Nimroud and Koyunjik ; that antiquaries will discuss the question 
of her site, and learnedly puzzle over the relation of London to 
Westminster, or, the position of Holborn and the Strand ; that the 
soil of Cheapside and Lombard Street will fetch no more than the 
desert round the mounds of Babylon and Nineveh ? 

States, so far as we yet know them, are mortal beings, capable of 
long life or short life, but, so far as experience yet goes, they are 
mortal like men. We talk, it is true, of Home as the Eternal City, 
and the long continuance of her existence under kings, under consuls, 
under emperors, under popes, is one of her characters that impress 
our imagination and make Borne what she is, in one sense, the 
mistress of the world. But how short is her eternity in point of 
time ! and if from the city we turn to the State, of which she has 
been the home and the metropolis, then she is only the most striking 
illustration of the death of States. It is because the great State of 
Rome, the mightiest empire in some senses which the world has ever 
seen, has passed^ away and yet left behind it the physical city of 
Borne, that t^at city is so vastly impressive as the funeral monument 
and epitaph of thp mightiest of States, *‘Mundus clamat: ruinsc 
namque illius voces ejus sunt.” 

Polities I conceive to be the art of physic for the maladies of 
States ; §bnd whereas the physicians of our bodies act and prescribe 
under a sense of the mortality of their patients — of the possibility of 
lengthening their life by skill and of hastening their deatK by mal- 
practice — the physicians of the maladies of the State seem to me too 
often to forget the mortal character of their great patient, and to try 
the most random experiments,' in the full belief that nothing can. kill 
the sick man. Partly this is due to the cheerfulness of general 
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ignorance, partly to the fact that the life of a State, even of a very 
sickly one, is long in proportion to the life of a single man. You 
never see a dead donkey, they say, because they live so long ; you 
rarely see a dead State, because the life of the sickliest is long in 
comparison with that of the healthiest man *, and therefore it seems 
lawful to treat with equal brutality the long-lived donkey and the 
long-lived State. Ip. the ears of all tKese careless and cheerful 
physicians I shohld .ike tojepeat loud and long the words of warning, 

a7ro0ini<TKOV(Tl Kai TToXeIC WCTTTfp avOptOTTOl, 

Gross negligence in a physician is criminal by ' our laws, and I 
suppose by all reasonable laws ; it may amount to manslaughter, and 
be punished accordingly. And the rules and practice of society im- 
pose real penalties even when the law does not. But what about the 
physicians of the State ? about those who ignorantly and carelessly 
intermeddle in things too high for them and inflame the ^pots where 
irritation is getting set up, and aggravate the diseases to which this part 
and that part of the body politic is particularly liable; or who, ignorant 
of the constitution of the patient, yet prescribe for him ? There has 
somehow grown up a strange indifference to this presumptuous sin ; 
and whilst the sense of the sacredness of human lif^ has been on the 
increase, the sense of the sacredness of the life of society has been on 
the decrease. Men see rebellion without detestation, and I fear that 
public opinion would nowadays be shocked at the execution of a man 
for an attempt on the life of the State. 

Some years ago going, like everybody else, over .the Doge^s palace 
at Venice, I was shown the celebrated dungeons, close against the sea, 
in which the prisoners were confined ; the upper gallery, consisting of 
small cells, was dank and dark and bad enough ; the lower gallery 
was beneath the level of the water and was danker and more miserable 
still. The first set was reserved for offenders against the person or 
property of their fellow-citizens ; the second was appropriated to those 
who had committed crimes against the State. I thought that the old 
republic had judged rightly. 

It is strange to observe that whilst knowledge is universally 
admitted as a requisite for the physician of the n.itiural body, it is 
thought by some to be a disqualification for the physician of the 
body corporate. It shows one to what a length prejudice and the 
desire to please the great and uneducated mass of mankind' may lead 
even men of the highest culture to find that education, cultivation, 
knowledge — all that distinguishes the few from the many — should 
be held up to scorn as disqualifications for political power. But 
your society is, I conceive, established to counteract, so far as in you 
lies, any such mischievous doctrine, and therefore it is that it has 
my warm approval. You recognise the fact that political opinion, 
and therefore political action, is a thing of the greatest importance 
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*and of no small difficulty ; that opinion can rightly be formed only on 
the basis of history, of social science, and of political philosophy. 
You recognise the serious (I had almost said the solemn) nature of 
political action, and that opinion ought to be formed on other lines 
than those of the exigepcies of party or the hopes or fears of soipe 
individual statesman. 

1 have ispoken of the deday and the death of States. It might form 
an interesting subject of inquiry to consider thwreldtive longevity of 
different forms of ^government. The kingdoms of Egypt and Persia, 
the empires of China and Byzantium, occur to me as some of the 
instances of the greatest longevity presented by the States of the 
world. I can recall no true democracy of any magnitude whiclj has 
had more than the briefest span of existence. The petty States of 
Switzerland, and the hunds which have gone to build up the Grisons 
may be at^le to trace their history back into the early Middle Ages, 
and they present still a prospect of continued life. But Pericles had 
scarcely carried to its furthest point the development of democracy in 
Athens when it fell before its aristocratic rival. Gyrene, which had 
flourished under royal and aristocratic rule, perished as a democracy ; 
and the Plebs had scarcely acquired a true equality with the 
Populus in Rome when the whole machinery of government 
collapsed, or was upborne only by centring all the offices of State in 
the hands of one man. The century since France declared herself a 
republic has been varied by fits of royalty and imperialism. And the 
great Republic of America, a republic in which the will of the people 
is controlled and checked by barriers of the most stringent kind, has 
as yet had a short life in comparison with that of some of the 
older monarchies. Perhaps Aristotle was right when he held that it 
is difficult to preserve long in life that true democracy which gives a 
share in the State to every citizen. 

Historically, the democratic form of government is often the 
development of a State in its old age, and is the last of a long series 
of changes, and it may plausibly be suggested that old age is apt to 
be short lived. ^ 

It is certaWjthat many of the movers in the earlier stages of the 
French Revolution, and I think also some of the so-called philosophical 
Radicals of England of fifty years ago, were misled in their enthusiasm 
for democratic change by a misapprehension of the lessons of history. 
They conceived of the republics of Greece and Rome as if they had 
been true democracies, and as if their glories were due to the purity of 
their structure. But in point of fact they were nothing of the kind. 
The working classes of Athens in the days of its extremest republi- 
canism were slaves, and so ¥ar from being endowed with supreme 
political power they were note^en trusted with personal liberty ; and 
in Rome the existence of the vast slave population, increasing 
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apparently as Rome approached nearer and nearer to democracy for 
the free classes of its citizens, is a matter in every one’s knowledge. 
These republics, then, were, as it were, democracies for the upper Ten 
Thousand; but for 4be lower classes they were the rule of cruel masters. 
“ La cite,” says the great student of ancient, municipal life, “ s’ctait 
constituee comme si ces classes n^eussent pas existe.” These States 
throw, therefore, no li^ht on the great experiment of modem ISngland, 
and perhaps of mod^n Europe. To constitute a State in which the 
supreme power shall be given to the lower orddlrs, in whi^h they 
shall bo clothed with the power to tax and to spend the money 
raised by taxation, whilst the wealthy class alone shall pay these 
taxes, this is, so far as I know, an experiment in State-craft which 
has never been tried with any other result than one — namely, the 
determination of the majority to live upon their right of voting. It 
may be doubted whether there is anything in history-*-nay more, 
whether there is anything in the nature of man — to justify the bound- 
less hope and enthusiasm with which the experiment is regarded by 
many very influential persons. 

If, passing away from the mere fact that States die, we proceed to 
consider the causes of their death, we shall have before us a field of 
very vast proportions ; and in this connection it has often occurred to 
me that the decline and fall of the Roman Empire is the precedent 
most likely to throw light on the dangers which beset our own 
empire. You will recollect that in the destruction of thh middle class 
of society — ^the class which formed the mass of the citizens of the 
provincial towns of the empire — M. Guizot found the principal 
cause of the destruction of the empire ; and later students of the 
same great problem have not found reason to doubt at least the great, 
if not the predominant, importance of this cause. I’liat class was 
destroyed by the systematic fiscal oppression to which it was subjected. 
The vast demands of the Treasury for the defence of the empire, the 
ever-increasing extent of the boundaries of that empire, the necessity 
of appeasing the populace of Rome by perpetual largesses and food, 
by^7ct?ie7/i d those causes were perpetiudly increasing the 

demands of the empire on its subjects ; and as regards the municipal 
and local expenditure, the notion of civic life, the '"esire to beautify 
the locality, the increasing demands made by opinion on the pockets 
of the wealthier townsfolk, all these things I suppose increased from 
generation to generation and ultimately blotted out the class on whom 
the great burthen of imperial and municipal taxation fell. Whether 
any warning is to be gathered from these facts for us of this genera- 
tion, I leave to your better judgment. ^ 

I can fancy that then as now the dut/ of the State* to provide this 
good thing and the other good thing for its subjt 'ts may have often 
been appealed to. Now, as regards expenditure of money by the 
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* State there is one distinction which it often appears to me is too little 
regarded. Has the State a balance of its own money in its hands in- 
dependent of taxation, or has it from year to year to make up what would 
otherwise be a deficit by means of taxation ? , K it have such a 
balance, then the demand that this thing or that thing shall be done 
by the State is only a suggestion that it is a useful object On which 
the State* »may expend itu surplus moneys. But if the like demand 
is made where the money is raised by taxation, yien'the suggestion is 
that so much money shalf be taken out of the pockets of the tax- 
payer to be expended for the benefit of some or all of the subjects of 
the State ; and when one class pays and another class is benefited by 
the expenditure, the State is only a veil interposed to give decency to 
the robbery of Peter for the payment of Paul. The word “ free is 
somehow thought peculiarly fit to express this process : a free break* 
fast table naeans a table where one man eats and another pays ; free 
education is where one man begets a child and another man pays for 
his schooling ; just as a freebooter means a man who is free to take 
money from one man’s pocket and put it into another’s. All the 
applications of the public money above mentioned may be necessary or 
justifiable, but *it often appears to me that the real nature of the 
transaction is ob&ured to the popular view by the interposition of the 
conception of the State. 

And not only is the State often spoken and thought of as if it were 
a being with a full pocket of its own : it is often supposed to have a 
soul, a character, faculties of its own, and that of so exalted a kind 
that almost anything may be hoped from an appeal to that soul or 
from the exercise of those faculties ; whereas, in fact, the State is 
only an association of men to attain the solution of certain questions 
of great importance and difficulty. 

What is the problem — problem, I say, not theorem — which the 
State is formed for the solution of ? I conceive that it may be thus 
stated. How can we men, each of us with passions more or less base, 
each of us endowed with a conscience — but a conscience which is often- 
times too weak to* restrain the worse parts of our natures — how can 
we form a society which shall tend to promote the better parts of our 
nature and to repress the worser elements within us ? How shall we 
form a machine to work for good out of elements each of which, when 
working , alone, too •often works for evil ? How shall man in society 
erect himself — to use the poet’s words, above himself— above the 
average man or even above the lowest man ? Will not the strength 
of society be like that of a chain, the strength of its weakest link ? 
The problem may well seem desperate, and in fact is never solved 
with more thail moderate jsuccess ; but when it is solved with any 
success at all, it seems to establish a claim on every member of the 
society to protect that society from destruction or contempt. The 
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problem is so difficult that a slight change in the arrangements of a*^ 
successful society may well absolutely cripple and disable it. The 
organisation of the physical body of man is wonderful and fearful. 
Not less is that of g body of men, united in su social compact, when 
that society really attains the high object for which it has been got 
together. 

How difficult is tlm formation of any successful form a? political 
society we may partlj/learn from the consideration of savage life. It 
is quite true that travellers and hasty students of these forms of life 
are apt to be deceived by the superficial aspects whifih they present, 
and to pass over undiscovered the slight traces of law or custom which 
exist and more of less modify the absolute savagery of their life. But 
allowing for this, it will be seen that a very large part of humanity — 
of men whose races are as old or older than those from which we are 
descended — have never been able to attain to true social political 
life ; or even where some organisation has arisen in the family or the 
village it has stopped there, and no step has been taken to enlarge 
the area of this organisation or to widen the bounds cf the society. 
Thus men have lived within sight and hearing of each other for untold 
generations and never reached the political condition. 

What is the particular quality which has been present in the one 
case and absent in the other ; what is the condition the presence or 
absence of which determines or prevents the onward progress of the 
race, — the step from family to tribe, from tribe to State, I know not. 
Perhaps, as suggested by a great French scholar, it is a narrow and 
stunted conception of the Divine Being ; perhaps it is some want of 
brotherly love, some excessive strength of the fetters of habit or of 
prejudice. But whatever it be, we may, I think, safely conclude that 
it is something not in the external surroundings of the race, but 
something in the unseen nature of the man. For as regards society, 
like human things in general, the seen and outward is regulated and 
governed by the unseen. 

To the death of States I have already alluded ; but even where 
States do not die, but continue to live, there are continually here and 
there evidences of the strong disintegrating forces which are always at 
work. Appeals to physical force by the members* of an organised 
society, the injuries of one man upon the person or the property of 
another, all these things are attempts "of the constituent ^toms of 
society to set themselves free from the Jaws of the organisation and 
to revert to condition of raw material. They are like the attacks 
in the physical body of the chemical forces on the matter subjected 
to the higher forces of life ; they are cases of incipient mortification. 

And when that which seeks disintegration ^d a* return to the 
lower form of existence is not a single atom, a single man, but a 
>yhole group of atoms, a whole class of men, then the disease 
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* is assumlug a yet more dangerous form, and the duty of the physician 
of the State becomes at once more urgent and more anxious, and 
unless speedy remedy be found, the whole State is in peril. 

Again, if we consider the raw materials out# of which society is 
made, it is perhaps wonderful that its high aim is even imperfectly 
attained. For as the State is built up of men, it can only reproduce 
in gross what man as an * individual displays in the small; and no 
theory of the State, or of its duties, or powe«i( can ever be verified 
in practice which •attributes to the State any thing beyond the elements 
out of which it* is built. The society may give prominence to the 
better parts of man — nay, it can hardly continue to subsist unless to do 
so — it may reach, but it can never get beyond the highest development 
of human nature, any more than we can get beyond the solid earth 
on which we live ; and all sober men should bear this in mind, and 
not form dveams of a State in which men are thought of as angels. 
I know how commonplace and trite these observations must seem ; 
but, nevertheless, they appear to me worthy of notice in an age when 
the wildest Utopias, the vainest dreams of a heaven upon earth are 
leading many men away from the paths in which they can tread 
usefully to try*to fit on wings to fly in the pathless air in which they 
can never float. 

You recollect the proposition of a philosopher, which expressed 
the limits of the human intellect : “ Nihil est in intellectu quod non 
fuerit in sensu.” May I paraphase this to express my thought 
about political society, and say, “Nihil est in civitate quod non 
fuerit in cive. ’ But as tho first maxim was justly amended by a 
second philosopher by the addition of the clause Nisi ipse 
intellectus,” so my sentence must also stand amended by a concession, 
and it must run Nihil est in civitate quod non fuerit in cive nisi 
ipsa civitas.’^ 

A naked, bisexual biped, with an omnivorous stomach, is the essen- 
tial element out of which society is built up. But then this biped is 
something more. He is a being endowed with a conscience — with that 
mysterious gift, € sense of duty — with “ large discourse of reason, 
looking before and ,^after ” — nay, more, haunted (1 had almost said 
troubled) w ith “ thoughts that wander through eternity ; and 
therein lies the possibility of the formation of a political society ; for 
the State, like ev6ry other thing in the world that is worthy of 
admiration, is, as I have said, an outcome from the invisible into the 
visible world. 

Of this human being one of the very deepest facts is his con- 
sciousness of individuality — of his personal Wentity. He knows that 
he is — that he‘is separate ffbm all others ; that in some senses he is 
more to himself than any oth^r being can be ; that with this awful 
sense of individuality not the nearest or dearest friend can intes- 
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meddle. It has been said by one writer : The great vision of our* 
single proper solitary being .... overshadows our spirits. We have 
each one this burthen of a separate soul and we must bear it.” And 
by another writer , 

“ Yos, in the sea of Life enisled, 

With echoing straits between ns thrown, 

Dotting the shoreless watery v.ild, 

W| mortal millions live o/oae^*’ 

Now any society 'wh^h attempts by the exaggerated force which it 
attributes to the State — by any scheme of collectivism, or socialism, or 
any other ism — to run counter to this primary fact of the individuality 
of man attempts, as it appears to me, an impossibility. In one sense, of 
course, every State subsists, and subsists only, by abstracting something 
from individual liberty. But as individualism, modified and controlled 
by the social instincts, produces the highest single man, so a political 
society in its highest development must rest upon individualism 
modified by those social instincts which might be called socialistic. 
The social instincts play upon and influence the individual ; personal 
identity is assumed in the conception of the influences of one man 
upon another ; it is prior, therefore, alike in thought and in nature 
to these influences, and any scheme of society which puts socialism 
first and individualism second transgresses the nature of the citizen. 

'Phe earliest modification of self-love, the first gleam of altruism 
(to use a now familiar if odious word), arose, one may suspect, from 
love between the sexes, and, consequent upon that, the love of parent 
for child ; and however much in its earlier forms this relation of man 
and woman may have been smirched by sensuality and sullied by 
selfishness, it nevertheless contained in it the germs of some of the 
noblest and most unselfish developments of human character. It has 
often appeared to me that nothing is more indicative of the spirituality 
of the system of the universe, as judged by the end and aim towards 
which it tends, than the fact of sexuality. In its earliest forms it 
is a simple physiological fact. But nevertheless it dominates in one 
mode or another the whole realm of vegetable and animal life. It 
gives beauty and splendour to the flower, it gives song to the birds, 
it gives the joys of society to almost all the anii;jial world ; in man it 
becomes not only the foundation of all of our roi.iance and much 
of our poetry, but the abiding source of the noblest and most self- 
denying devotion; and in it St. Paul ban find his least inadequate 
metaphor to. express the love and care of the Divine Being for His 
people upon earth. This great and dominant fact of human nature 
some modern reformers would wish to neglect or to degrade, and they 
would subordinate the family life to the life of the State. All schemes 
to relieve woman from “ that dependenceon the individual man which 
has been her fate in the past,” all plans for a ‘ national insurance 
against motherhood,” all schemes for nurseries tknd*C7'dches to relieve 
VOL. LXVI. 3 L I 



‘858 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


mothers from the care of their infants, strike me as infringing the 
sexual and parental relations in their most elevated condition, and as 
tending to recall us to them in their lowest and most brutal form. 
They may be taken as illustrations of that species of political philosophy 
which seeks to perpetuate the raw materiala of society in their lowest 
form ; which takes man on his animal side only, and leaves out all that 
should b^ used to curb and correct those ektnents ; which adopts 
the natural and not the spiritual man as ^its tyne and model. 

One of the mest manifest limitations on human activity is imposed 
by space. No snan can act at a distance as effectually as he can near 
at hand. Perhaps we may roughly say that man’s influence on man 
diminishes at the square of the distance. (Parenthetically let me 
confess that there are some excellent but tiresome people for whom 
my affection increases directly as the square of the distance.) This 
limitation pf human activity is the foundation — it is the justification 
of patriotism as opposed to an universally diffused benevolence, and 
the apology for the limitations of our political societies. It is not 
because the men of London are more worthy of my regard than the 
men of Pekin that I am more interested in the one than the other ; 
it is because the one set are nearer to me than the other, and because 
they can therefore influence me more and I can influence them more. 
A benevolence so diffusive that it wishes to act alike upon those who 
are far off and those who are near is lost in the space which it 
attempts to traverse. For practical efficiency we must narrow the 
bounds at once of our affections and of our activity, and to give the 
best of these to our family, the next to our neighbours, the next to 
our country, and last to the world at large, is open to no just rebuke ; 
it is only to act on the principle of the utilisation of energy. Some 
of the efforts of good people in this country for the benefit of distant 
foreigners seem to me very much like using up good lamp-oil in London 
for the purpose of lighting rooms in J^ekin. 

One of the most important duties of the individual man is the 
careful study of himself— of his inclinations, his tendencies, his 
temptations, his e£4,sily besetting vices. But if he pause there — and 
still more if he accept the tendencies of his nature, so ascertained, 
as indications *ofVhat he ought to be and ought to do — it is, I think, 
abundantly evident 'that he will go wrong. He will act very much as 
a physician would if after observing all the symptoms of disease he 
were to use his observation merely for the sake of intensifying these 
symptoms and fostering the disease of which they are the evidence. 
Now, strangely enough, it often seems to me this is exactly what is 
done by our political physicians. “ The scientific attitude ” of which 
we sometimes hear iti politics consists in tlie accurate and reverential 
observation of the tendencies *ol thought, the shiftings of opinion of 
the mass of our fellow countrymen. A certain kind of democrat 
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accepts the voice, even the transient uncertain voice, of the masses as* 
if it were the absolute criterion of truth, and as though the whole 
duty of the statesman consisted in giving effect to the truth thus 
ascertained. It is ipo often forgotten that just as in the individual 
many tendencies of his nature ought to be known only to be corrected 
and governed by nobler considerations, so In the State the wishes of 
the majority ought of|^n to be studied and ascertained only , that they 
may be corrected,* tha'j the yrors on which they repose may be con- 
futed, and that their influence upon the action of the nation may be 
overborne. The*lower man (the natural man in the theological usage 
of the word) of the individual reappears in larger proportions upon 
the larger canvas of the State and requires to be subdued by the 
spiritual man upon the like magnified scale. 

And now I will bring to an end these, I fear, somewhat incoherent 
observations. If I have seemed to dwell too much on the^angers of 
political society in the present day, you will not forget that I am 
treating you as the physicians, whose business is to cure the diseases 
in the body politic, nor that a knowledge of pathology and morbid 
anatomy is essential to the learned physician, though it may not be 
the most cheerful or inspiring part of his learning. But if my tone 
shall have seemed to any of you to be too gloomy, lef me assure you 
that, whilst I am not unconscious of the dangers which beset the 
State, I yet do not despair of the republic ; and to you in your 
invaluable work of endeavouring to promote amongst your fellow- 
citizens the spread of true learning and sober thought, I would say 
most emphatically ‘‘ Nil desperandum, auspice Deo ” 


Edu ard Fry. 
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Oft as 1 muse on Rome — and at her name 

Out of the darkness, flushed with blood and gold, 

Smqulders and flashes on her seven- fold height 
The imperial, murderous, harlot Rome of old, 

Rome of the lions, Rome of the awful light 
Where living torches ** flame — 

T thread in thought the Catacombs' blind maze. 

Marvelling how men could then draw happy breath. 

And cheer these sunless labyrinths of death 
With one sweet dream of Christ told many ways. 

The Shepherd Beautiful ! O good and sweet, 

O Shepherd ever lovely, ever young, 

Was it because they gathered at Thy feet, 

Because upon Thy pastoral pipe they hung. 

That they were happy in those evil days, 

That these grim crypts were arched with heavenly blue. 

And spaced in verdurous vistas lit with streams ? 

Ah, let me count the wfjys. 

Fair Shepherd of the world, in which they drew 
Thee in^that most divine of human dreams. 

* “ The adjective in the Gospels is^not d7a^oy, ‘ good,’ but KaXbs, * beautiful ’ ” (Farrar : 
" The Life of Christ as represented in Art ’’). Observe, too, in a book in which attributive 
adjectives ^re of the rarest, the empha^'is given to “ beautifur’ in 6 iroifnljp 6 KoKbs, * 
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They limnccl Thee drawing near the wattled shed, 

'riie strayed sheep on Thy shoulders, and the flock 

Bleating blithe welcome. Seasons of the year — 

^ • 

Spring gathering roses swung athwart the rock, 

Summer and Autumn, one with golien ear 

And. one wjth apple red, 

« \ 

And shriverd Winter Burning in a heap 

Dead leaves — they pictured round Thee ; for^^they said, 

All the year round '' — and joyous tears were shed — 

All the year round, Thou, Shepherd, lov’st Thy sheep." 

Sometimes they showed Thee piping in the shade 

Music so sweet each mouth was raised from grass ^ „ 

And ceased to hunger. In some dewy glade 
Where the cool waters ran as clear as glass, 

This one or that Thou Seem’dst to call to Thee, 

Thou’st made me glad, be happy thou in turn^! " 

And sometimes Thou would’st sit in weariness — 

My Shepherd ! quevrens me 
Sedisti lassus " — while Thy dog would yearn, 

Eyes fixed on Thee, aware of Thy distress. 

So limned they Christ ; and bold, yet not too bold. 

Smiled at the tyrant’s torch, the lion’s cry ; 

So nursed the child-like heart, the angelic mind. 

Goodwill to live, and fortitude to die. 

And love for men, and hope for all mankind. 

One Shepherd and one fold ! 

Such was their craving ; none should be forbid ; 

All — all were Christ’s ! An<l then they drew once more 
The Shepherd Beautiful. But now He bore 
No lamb upon His shoulders — just a kid. 

y W1LUA14 Canton. 

* * He saves the sheep, the goats He doth not save.* 

So spake the fierce Tertullian.’* 9 ^ • 

Matthew Arnold; “The Good ^'hepherd with the Kid.’ 
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• II. 

I N a former article, dealing with Mr. Bradley’s “ Appearance and 
Reality,” it was argued that Mr. Bradley’s condemnation of phe- 
nomena, as ‘‘ mere appearance ” or illusion,” rested on a misappli- 
cation of the logical law of identity or non-contradiction, which led him 
to treat diversity as absolutely incompatible with unity. And it was 
further maintained that this fundamental presupposition reappears in 
his theory of the Absolute, which harmonises differences only by 
‘‘ fusing ” or ‘‘ suppressing ” them in a supra-relational intuition, con- 
ceived after the analogy of primitive, undifferentiated feelipg. Such 
an Absolute, it was contended, reproduces the completely indeterminate 
Substance of Spinoza, or “the abyss” of the Mystics. If finite 
existence is illusory, and if its distinctions simply disappear, then, of 
necessity, the unity reached by the denial of these distinctions is quite 
characterless. This is not, however, the only line of thought in the 
volume, and I propose in the present article to examine more closely 
the two conflicting tendencies which seem to me to strive with one 
another for mastery^ in Mr. Bradley’s mind. In conclusion I will indi- 
cate the significJ^ince which his volume appears to possess at the present 
time. But first it will be well to examine the arguments by which 
Mr. Bradley reaches his Absolute ; for an analysis of these, throws, 
I think, tyi instructrze light upon its nature and the value which the 
result can have for us. 

The Absolute is a high-sounding title, ^ and rouses proportionate 
expectations. Let us inquire whether these are satisfied ; let us ask 
ourselves precisely how much Mr. Bradley’s arguments suflSce to 
establish. “ Redlity,” he saj^s, “ must be a single whole.” “The 
character of the real is to possess everything phenomenal in a har- 
monious form.” Absolute Reality, therefore, “ embraces all differences® 
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in an inclusive harmony ” (pp. l40, 143), “ The standard ” is always ‘ 
“the same/’ and it is applied always “under the double form of 
inclusiveness and harmony (p. 371). Now if this were advanced 
as a definition of tbs Absolute, it would obviously be a true, though 
not an exhaustive, definition. Taken as implying the existence of » 
the Absolute, it might also be accepted os the expression of an 
inextinguishable metg|)hysical faith. But •when the Absolute in this 
sense is thrust upon us as “indubitably real,” something which it 
is actually impossible to doubt, the very excels of prdlestation awakens 
suspicion as to how much the harmony and all-inclusiveness imply. 
And upon scrutiny, it seems to me, I must confess, that the assertion 
resolves itself into something very like an identical proposition. The 
mere consideration, it might be urged, that the universe exists — that 
Being is — proves that it is in some sense a harmony. All its aspects 
co-exist, and the business of the universe goes on. Then, as to the 
systematic unity of the real, I doubt much, here too, whether what is 
really proved is not unduly magnified by the nature of the terms 
employed. Mr. Bradley successfully disposes of the idea of a plurality 
of reals, for each real would in that case be a universe by itself, or 
rather a bare unqualified point, and plurality could never emerge. 
The mere co-existence of objects in Knowledge — the fact that we are 
able to pass from one object to another — is sufficient proof that they 
are not absolutely independent reals, but exist as parts of one 
universe ; that is, exist, in some sense, together. To suppose 
anything else would be to imagine the continuity of existence to 
come, as it were, suddenly to a stop in mcdiis rrhvs. But docs the 
postulate that the universe is one in this sense carry us beyond the 
fact which it explains or names, the fact that we arr> able to pass 
indefinitely from one fact to other facts, reducing them to law as we 
proceed? Does it carry us beyond the infinite progress of finite 
knowledge and give us any real idea of an experience which resumes 
the life of all the worlds in a central or focal unity ? I do not see 
that it does. Yet unity, harmony, system, must mean more than the 
almost tautologous result we have just considered, if their presence or 
absence is to be of any vital concern to men. 

But it will be said that these formal and abstract criteria must be 
supplemented by the further principle that reality, existence of any 
kind, is one with “ sentience ” or “ sentient experience.” , Even if 
this be granted, however, I do not see that Mr. Bradley’s criteria 
enable us to pass from an ^aggregate of experience to one compre- 
hensive sentience ” or “ total experience ” (elsewhere spoken of as “ an 
absolute intuition,’^ “ an individual intuition’’) in the sense of a 
living, or if I may so express myself agiin, a focal ifnity. They do 
not guarantee unity or harmony except in the abstract and 
tautological sense already considered ; and the fact that all the 
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Varieties of sentient experience co-exist somehow, and are therefore 
compatible — resulting even in a balance of pleasure on the whole — 
is by no means equivalent to the assertion of a single being by whom 
these experiences are felt as a whole, and who enjoys the balance of 
pleasure which, when “ neutralised,” “ complemented,” and “ blended,” 
they may be supposed to yield. The notion of a single life, in which 
and for which the experiences organically relate \themselves, is derived 
by Mr. Bradley not from his criteria but from the nature of the Self, 
although strangely e*nouglf, in the sections of his book devoted to the 
Self, he does hia best to disintegrate it into a mere aggregate. To 
extend the analogy of the Self to the Absolute is probably inevitable, 
and I am far from objecting to it, although in the form in which 
Mr. Bradley presents the idea, it seems to come dangerously near to 
the crude conception of a Welt seek, or soul of the world — a fused 
aggregate qr mass of sentience. As a speculation, however, that 
might pass', criticism in detail being reserved. But what I cannot 
see is, how Mr. Bradley can claim the result as the immediate conse- 
quence of hia criteria, and how he can speak of it as absolutely 
“ certain ” and “ indubitably real.” * 

This claim is ‘repeatedly made by Mr. Bradley in a piece of reason- 
ing which is suffidiently remarkable to challenge examination. The 
argument is introduced a great many times, almost in the same 
words, as finally closing discussion ; and evidently great stress is laid 
upon it. Curtly stated it is** this — “ What is possihlc and what a 
general principle compels us to say inmt he, that certainly is 
(p. 196); or still more shortly, “ What ma^ be, if it also mmt be, 
assuredly is” (p. 199).* ^‘Here, as before, possibility is all we 
require to prove reality” (p. 218). The first of these passages is the 
concluding sentence of the chapter on ‘‘ Error ; ” the second occurs in 
the chapter which follows on “ Evil ; ” and the third in the chapter 
on temporal and spatial appearance. In the next chapter (chap. 19), 
on ‘‘The This and the Mine,” the argument is again repeated in 
exactly the same way, to clinch Mr. Bradley^s position : “ This con- 
summation evidently is real, because on our principle it is necessary, 
and because again we have no reason to doubt that it is possible ” 
(p. 227). These Ibur chapters deal with recalcitrant facts or aspects 
of experience, which an opponent might advance as inconsistent with 
the view qf the Absolute expounded. In them Mr. Bradley must be 
said to treat the difficulties in question somewhat lightly. He 
expressly repudiates the design of “ showidg how ” the facts are re- 
conciled in the Absolute, and limits himseh to the suggestion of pos- 
sibilities — which he seems sometimes not to take very seriously 
himself. Having done so, he^ turns upon us' with the asset tioi that 
the abstract possibility is enough, for . we have behind us the general 
* The italics in these two quotations are Mr. Bradley's. # 
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principle of a “must” The Absolute 7/1 usf be all inclusive and har- 
monious ; there is nothing about which we cannot say that possibly 
it 7 /tay be included in the Absolute ; therefore everything is included 
in the Absolute. J cannot see that there is any real advance in the 
argument here. Unless we can “ show how,” i.e., give some reason- 
able theory of the relation of these aspects to the Absolute, we may 
as well remain conte^ with the first step :• the Absolute 7 P 7 ist be all- 
inclusive and harmonious, though we are quite unable to see how. 
How far we arefrorjfi being able to see how, may be' exemplified from 
a passage in Mr. Bradley’s treatment of evil. • 

“ Our old principle may still servo to remove this objection. The collision 
and the strife be an element in some fuller realisation. Just as in a 
machine the resistance and pressure of the parts subserves an end beyond 
any of them, if regarded by itself — so at a much higher level it //u// he with 
the Absolute. Not only the collision but that specific feeling, by which iu ni 
accompanied and aggravated, can he taken up into an all-inclusive perfection. 
We do not hnoin how this is done, and ingenious metaphors (if we could find 

them) would not serve to explain it Such a iierfcet way of existence 

would, however, reconcile our jarring discords ; and I do not see how we can 
deny that suck a hamiony is possible (p. 2<h5). 


This language is surely far more suggestive of pious hope than of 
philosophic insight, and yet, Mr. Bradley proceeds in the very next 
sentence to conclude — “ But if possible, then, as before, it is 
indubitably real.” The reference here — and repeatedly — to “ our old 
principle ” recalls us, however, to the precise meaning which we found 
that principle must bear. It is simply the principle that reality must 
be one. “It must be single, because plurality contradicts itself” 
(p. 519). “ Reality is one system which contains in itself all expe- 
rience ” (p. 536), “ It must include and must harmonise every 

possible fragment of experience ” (p. 548). These statements, taken 
from the recapitulary and concluding chapters of the volume, prove 
afresh that the general principle, on which the whole is founded, is so 
extremely general as to be of no avail in “ harmonising ” experience in 
any vital sense. The “ conclusion is certain and to doubt it logically 
is impossible ” (p. 518) ; but it is the perfectly abstract conclusion or 
assumption already discussed, that existence is in sorue sense one, and 
does not fundamentally contradict itself, inasmu'^h as we see that 
“ birth proceeds and things subsist.” We are forced, therefore, to 
conclude tl^at this argument, from necessity through possibility to 
reality, is more specious [hsku sound, seeing that it passes from a 
unity and harmony which, as necessary, are purely abstract, to a 
unity and harmony which, as real, are understood to imply the 
concrete “ perfection ” of a single Being* and to include the “ con- 
summation” of “the main tendencies- of our nn ure” (p. 148). It 
ig, to all intents and purposes, an argument based on our ignorance 
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b£ the possibilities, coupled with the general conviction that things 
must get along together somehow ; since it is plain that existent fact 
contains all opposites within itself, and still exists. This is certainly 
“ a faith as vague as ali unsweet,” but I greatly fefa.r that all conclu- 
sions about the universe .which it is logically impossible to doubt will 
be found, on examination, to partake of a similar tautology, and to 
be of no more real value in 'proving the universe Vi. harmonious and per- 
fect system. ^ ^ * 

Lest I should * seem to exaggerate the vagueness of the result, I 
will add here a' few quotations from Mr. Bradley’s Second Book, a 
selection from a larger anthology. These passages seem to me to 
bear out the contention that, instead of solving the contradictiops of 
the First Book, the Second Book is mainly devoted to “ laying them 
to rest in the Absolute ” with a large draft upon our metaphysical 
faitb. S&mehow an identical Self must be real,” said Mr. Bradley 
in Book I., “but then the question is howf' And accordingly 
the identical Self was curtly dismissed as riddled with contra- ' 
dictions. But “ somehow ” is the very word which has inscribed 
itself on page after page of Book IT., with an almost pathetic 
frequency of repetition. Or if the word itself does not occur, there 
is the admission that “ we do not know how ” the reconciliation is 
effected : but still “ we may be sure ” that the reconciliation is a fact. 

“We may say that everything which appears is somehow real in sucli a. 
way as to be .self-consistent ” (p. 1 40). 

“ The hewildei'ing mass of phenomenal diversity must hence somehow bo 
at unity and self-consistent ” (p. 140). 

“We know wliat is meant by an experience, which embraces all divisions, 
and yet, somehow possc.sses the direct nature of feeling (p. 160). 

“ If wo can realise at all the general featui’os of the Absolute, if we can 
see that somehow they come together in a way known vaguely and in the 
abstract, our result is certain ” (p, 160). 

“ IFle cannot understand how in the Absolute a rich harmony embraces 
every special discord. But, on the other hand, 'wc may he sure that this 
result is reached ” (p. 1 !)2). 

“ As with error, ^ven our one-sidedness, our insistence and our dis- 
appointment may somehov) all subserve a harmony and go to perfect it ” 
(p.201). • 

• ■ 

Then follows the significant passage already quoted as to the possi- 
bility of collision and strife being an element in some fuller realisation. 

“ We do not know horo this is done. Such a perfect way of existence vjould^ 
however, reconcile our jarring discords ” (p. 201}). 

“ All differences, we have urged repeatcfdly, come together in the 
Absolute. In this, how we do not hnow^ all distinctions are fused, and all 
relations disappear ” (p^ 203). 

“ We djo not kfiow how all iheso partial unities come together in the 
Absolute, but v:e may be sure th^t the content of not one is obliterated 
(p. 204). 

“ To explain time and space, in the sense of showing how such appearancA 
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come to be, and again, how, without contradiction, they can be real in the* 
Absolute is certainly not my obiect. Anything of the kind, 1 am sure, is 
impossible” (p. 205). 

‘‘ Hence we are led to the conclusion that subject and predicate are 
identical, and that tlfe separation and the change aife only appearance. They 
somehow are lost, except as elements, in a higher identity” (p. 220). 

‘‘The plurality of presentations is a fact, nnd it, therefore, makes 
difference to the Absolij^ie. And the Universe is richer, ice may he sursy 
for all dividedness and variety. Certainly, in detail, we do not hiow how tfm 
separation is overcome. But our ignorance here is no. ground for rational 
opposition. Oar principle assures us that tho Absolute is superior to parti- 
tion, and in some way perfected by it '* (p. 226). • 

“ The collision is resolved within that harmony where centre and circum- 
feience are one” (p. 220). • 

“ *V^^e have no basis on which to doubt that all content comes together 
harmoniously in the Absolute. All this detail is not made one in any way 
which we can verify. That it is all reconciled ice htovjy hut hoWy in parti- 
cular y is hid from us ” (p. 230). 

“ The Beality, therefore, must be One, not as excluding diverbiuy, but as 
somehow including it in such a way as to transform its character” (p. 2‘n). 

“ We laid stress,” he says in his “ Tiecapitulatiou ” (p. 242), “ on the fact 
that the how was inexplicahle,^^ 

“ The material world is an jncorrect, a one-sided, and self -contradictory 
appearance of tlio Real. In other words, it is a diversity, which, as we 
regard it, is not real, but which somehoWy in all its fulness, enters into and 
perfects the life of the Universe But, as to the manner in which it is 
included, we are unable to say anything” (p. 266). 

‘‘ Certainly, in the end, to know how the One and the Many are united is 
b(?yond our power. JJut in the Absolute somehow, we are convinced, the 
problem is solved ” (p. 281). 

“ Ifow tliese various modes come together into a single \xnity nmst renmin 
nnintellujihle'^ (p. 157). 

“Wo have seen that the various aspects of experience imply one another, 
and that all point to a unity which comprehends and perfects them. And 
1 would urge next, that the luiity of these aspects is unknown. By this, 1 
certainly do not mean to deny tliat it essentially is expeiience, but it is an 

experience of which, as such, w’e have no direct knowledge In the 

end the whole diversity must he attributed, as adjectives to a unity which is not 
knownT (pp. 468 -9). 

iMr. Bradley's candour in this array of passages is obviously beyond 
all praise, but they surely amount precisely to the . assurances of the 
mystic choir at the end of Faust ” : “ Das Unzulanylydiey hier wird's 
Ereiyniss ; Das UnhcschrciUichCy hicr ist es gethan. Or in plain prose, 
so far as the result is metaphysically certain, it see .ns too vague to be 
of use ; where it offers itself as more, it remains die expresoion of a 
deep-seated faith, whose roots are ethico-religious and msthetical rather 
than purely intellectual. \ 

That brings us, however, to an important turning-point in our 
investigation. It has been hinted more than opce that Mr. Bradley’s 
volume seems the product of two conflicting tendencies or lines of 
thought. The first of these, the Spinozistic or Sckellingian tendency, 
^ich is, on the whole, predominant, has been criticised in the pre- 
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ceding pages. It shapes, perhaps unconsciously, the general view of 
the Absolute. In his second line of thought Hr. Bradley stands 
much more closely under the influence of Hegel. I propose in what 
follows to examine this® second line of thought and to consider the 
relation of Mr. Bradley’s theory as a whole to the Hegelian philosophy 
and also to the limitations of human knowledge. 

The Spinozistic tendency, I have said, is, oif the whole, the pre- 
dominant tendency but the second line of thought Appears in some 
important chapters, and also* in the author’s statement, towards the 
close, of the pur][lose he had in view in writing the book. The chapter 
which seems to me most fully to represent the second point of view is 
that on ‘‘ Degrees of Truth and Reality.” According to the Spino- 
zistic view, appearance is throughout illusion, and the nature of the 
Absolute is to be reached by passing beyond appearances to a wholly 
diflerent mpfle of being. But this Being above or behind appearances, 
we naturally find to be entirely predicateless, for in abstracting from 
appearance we cut ourselves off from all positive knowledge. Accord- 
ing to the second view, which I have oalled for convenience the 
Hegelian, appearances are not contrasted iA a body with the Absolute, 
and branded as untrue or illusory : on the contrary, it is recognised 
that, except in the world of appearances, we have and can have no 
clue to the nature of the Absolute. Attention is concentrated, there- 
fore, in Hegelianism upon the world of appearances, with the result 
that this world is shown to bo a graded or hierarchical system. In 
this system as a whole tlie Absolute is said to be realised or revealed, 
but appearances only become a safe guide when regard is had to the 
systematic or hierarchical character of the revelation. This doctrine of 
degrees belongs unquestionably to the abiding essence of the Jlegelian 
philosophy ; and, although we have seen that Mr. Bradley’s specula- 
tions often convey another impression, it would appear from his 
account of the purpose of bis volume (given in the concluding para- 
graphs) that this is the lesson his pages were meant to enforce. The 
immense importance of the Hegelian position as against a twofold 
error could not in fact be more forcibly put than is done by Mr. 
Bradley in thes^ sentences : 

“ It is a simple matfer to conclude . . . that the Real sits apart, that it 
keeps state by itself and does not descend into phenomena. Or it is as cheap, 
again, to take up andlher side of the same error. The Reality is viewed, 
perhaps, as immanent in all its appearances, in such a way that it is, alike 
and equally, present in all.* Everything is to worthless on one hand, so 
divine on the other, that nothing can be vilerfor can be more sublime than 
anything else. It is against both sides of this mistake, it is against this 

empty transcendence ai^d this shallow Pantheism, that our pages may be 

• • 

* “As full, as perfect in a hair as heart,” according to a line which Hegelian writers 
are fond of putting in the pillory. * 



A NEW theory of THE ABSOLUTE. 


86t) 


called one sustained polemic. The positive relation of every appearance as 
an adjective to Reality ; and the presence of Reality among its appearance., 
in different degrees and with diverse values — this double truth wo have 
found to bo the centre of philosophy*^ (p. r) 51 ). 

This view is most consistently maintained, as I have indicated, in the 
chapter on “ Degrees of Truth and Reality (chapter xxiv.), and those 
that follow. It is rcicognised as the ideal, of a system of jaetaphysics 
“ to show how the world, physical and spiritual, realises by various 
stages and degrees^ the one absolute principle In another 

place he sketches the task of a “ philosophy of Nature ” thus : 

“ All appearances for metaphysics have degrees gf reality. We have an 
idea, of perfection or of individuality; and, as wo lind tliat any form of 
existence more completely realises this idea, wo jmsign to it its position in 
the scale of being. And in this scale (as we have .seen) the lower, as its 
defects are made good, passes beyond itself into the higher. The end, oy the 
absolute individuality, is also the principle, rreseni from tlife,Li>t, ii sup- 
plies the test of its inferior stages, an<l as those are included in fuller wliolos, 
the principle grows in reality. jMetaphysics, in short, (Niii assign a moaning 
to perfection and progress ’* — 

though, as he immediately explains, there would, in^ setting out the 
various kinds of material phenomena “ in an order of merit,'* be no 
reference to the scientific questions of genesis and progress in time. 

In a complete philosophy,'* he proceeds, “ the whole world of appearance 
would be .set out as a progims. It would show a development of principle, 
though not a succession in time. ... On this scale purcj Spirit would mark 
the exiroine most removed from lifeless Nature, atul at each rising degree 
of this scale, we should find more of the lirsb character wdth le.ss of the 
second. The ideal of Spirit, wo may say, is directly opposed to mec*hani.sm. 
Spirit is a unity of the manifold, in which the externality of the manifold 
has utterly cea.sed (pp. 197 -S). 

And in the opening of the final chapter he returns to emphasise this 
hierarchical aspect of appearances : “ In the end no appearance, as 
such, can be real. But appearances fail of reality in varying degrees, 
and to assort that one, on the whole, is worth more than another, 
is fundamentally vicious " (p. 511). 

Yet all through these chapters, too, Mr. Bradley is still bent upon 
reaching an esoteric existence of the Absolute s suck, in contra- 
distinction to its existence in the system of its appearance. And if 
this quest does not lead him exactly to an “ empty traasct?ndence,** it 
lands him in an abyss ofeBrahmanic indifference, which threatens to 
throw us back into the ^|shallow Pantheism ” from which the doctrine 
of degrees was to deliver us. It prompts him to a series of utterances 
which, though the qualification of an “pa such-'* may save them from 
the charge of direct verbal contradiction, are stHl the expression of 
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two opposite philosophies. Thus, when he tells Us (p. 486) with the 
aid of italics, “ The Absolute its appearances,” and again, with the 
same aid (on p. 41 1), “ The Absolute is not its appearances,” he may 
perhaps claim with some reason to be enunciating Jwo complementary 
half-truths. But when he tells us emphatically in an eloquent 
passage (p. 550) : 

“ TJiere is no reality anywhere except in appearance, and in our appear- 
ance we can discover the main nature of reality. .... It is, really and 
indeed, this generahcharact^r* of the very universe itseif which distinguishes 

for us the relative worth of* appearances Higher, truer, more 

beautiful, better and moi*e real these, on the whole, count in the universe 
as they count for us.” v 

Or, again (p. 430), ‘‘ Whether anything is better or w^orse does with- 
out doubt make a difference to the Absolute ; and certainly the better 
anything is,, the less totally in the end is its being over-ruled ” ; and 
when he y6t says at other times that “ The Absolute is perfect in all 
its detail, it is equally true and good throughout ” (p. 401) ; that, 
“ viewed in relation to the Absolute, there is nothing either good or 
bad, there is not anything better or Avorse.” (p. 411) ; that “we may 
even say that ‘every feature in the universe is absolutely good ” 
(p, 412) — we feel tliat we are losing our hold upon the first view 
altogether, and drifting back into the gulf of absolute indifference 
which the poets of mysticism, Mastern and Western, have hymned. 
The passages I have quoted all occur, it is perhaps worth noting, in 
the chapter on Goodness, in which Hr. Bradley’s zeal against what he 
calls “the common prejudice in favour of the ultimate truth of 
morality or religion ” is perhaps not untinctured by counter-prejudice. 
His anxiety to expose what he quaintly calls “ the radical vice of all 
goodness ” betrays him into expressions which seem to take all vital 
meaning out of the first set ’of phrases, and make the doctrine of 
degrees itself an illusion, instead of reflecting, as he says elsewhere, 
“the essential nature of the world.” The essential nature of the 
world for metaphysics turns out once more to be the identity in which 
all distinctions vanish, to which all things, therefore, are the same. 
This is broughtsDut with almost startling distinctness in the description 
in this chapter of the kind of consummation which the finite attains 
in the Absolute : 

“ In the Absolute e\^6rything finite attains the perfection which it seeks ; 
but, upon the other hand, it cannot gain perfection precisely as it seeks it. 
For, as we have seen throughout, the finite is nfcro or less transmuted, and, 
as such, disappears in being accomplished. This jbommon destiny is assuredly 
the end of the Good. The ends sought by self-assertion and self-sacrifice 
are each, alike, unattainarble. The individual never can in himself become 
a harmonious system .... InHItc complete gift and dissipation of his per- 
smality, iiE, as such, must vanish \ and with that’, the Good is, as such, 
transcended and submerged Most emphatically no self-assertion nor^ 
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any self-sacrifice, nor any ffoodness or morality, has, as such, any reality ift 
the Absolute” (pp. 411)~20).* ' 

Comment would but weaken the audacious irony of phrases which 
make accomplishment tantamount to disappearance, and interpret the 
gift of personality as meaning the* dissipation of the personality in 
question. But it is plain that if every aspect of finite existence — if 
all appearances, evenihe highest — cease oj disappear, “ asrsuch,” in 
the Absolute, and we have no knowledge whatever of the Absolute 

as such/* in whioji they are said to be .preserved (“ transmuted,” 

“ merged and recomposed,” p. 306), then Isurely the Absolute is for us, 
in the Kantian phrase, as good as nothing at all. To say we khow that 
it is experience, when it is not like any experience that we know, does 
not seem greatly helpful. Mr. liradley tells us himself that “an 
absolute experience for us, emphatically, could be nothing ” (p. 550) ; 
and again he says more explicitly in a passage which has ^een already 
quoted : “ The unity of these aspects is unknown. But‘tliis I cer- 
tainly do not mean to deny, that it essentially is experience, but it 
is an experience of which, as such, we can have no direct know- 
ledge. ... hi the end the jvhole dirersiii/ must he aUnbutnl as adjec^ 
tivcs to a unity which is not known (pp. 468-9). ♦ 

The last passage certainly carries us very near the perilous verge of 
Agnosticism, if indeed it does not take us well over it. What 
becomes of the sustained polemic against “ empty transcendence ” (of 
which Agnosticism is the most accentuated expression) if we are 
forced to admit that though the Absolute engulfs, and in engulfing 
harmonises, all we know, it is itself not known ? We have no reason 
to suspect either the good faith or the accuracy of the account which 
Mr. Bradley gives of the purpose of his book. Much of the polemic 
of the latter part of the book is directed against empty transcendence 
and shallow Pantheism ; and when this polemic is going on, and 
Mr. Bradley is insisting that the Absolute is its appearance (“ there 
is no reality at all anywhere except in appearance,” p. 550), then he 
is also found teaching the doctrine of degrees and insisting that our 
scale of worth discovers to us the main nature of ‘reality. But when 
he is engaged in his favourite occupation of dissolving finite expe- 
rience in contradictions and insisting that the Absolute is not its 
appearances, the other half-truth seems forgotten. In discarding 
appearance, he falls back himself into an empty transcendence which, 
by the very energy with which it repudiates all the distinctions of 
finite existence, reduces a'4 the aspects of experience to a dead level 
of indifference, and thus trikes round once more into that shallow 
Pantheism, from which we were promised a deliveiance — the Pantheism 

♦ In this short passage it will be observed the phrase ‘‘ as such” occurs no fewer 
than four times ; it would be interesting to calculate how often it occurs in the course 
of Mr. Bradley’s volume. It exactly corresponds to Spinoza’s quatenus^ which has 
been described as the magic formula which makes all things pc - ^ble in his system. 

•f 
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*^to which notJiiDg can be viler or can be more sublime than any- 
thing else/' For empty transcendence and shallow Pantheism are two 
sides of the same mistake, and although Mr. ^Bradley makes a 
strenuous effort in his*' second or Hegelian line ofc thought to combat 
and disavow the errpr, lie cannot cut himself loose from the implica- 
tions of his Spinozistic logic. The result is, that what I have called 
the Hegeiian passages have the air of being mdre or less inconsequent 
disclaimers in a book which, as a whole, expresses an essentially 
Brahmanic attitude of mlnc^. 

Nevertheless* Mr. Bradley seems to me to have rendered’ a very 
important service to philosophy in this book. I will endeavour 
shortly to indicate what I consider that service to be. Mr. Bradley 
has attempted to supplement Hegel, or to make an advance' upon 
Hegel, in one important particular. Hegel’s philosophy is notoriously 
a philosophy of immanence, and a vindication of the validity of know- 
ledge ; its polemical emphasis is directed against the Agnostic 
relativism of the Kantian Critique, with its doctrine of the thing in 
itself, and against the easy mysticism of the Schellingian Identitats 
philosophic, which are both expressions, in different directions, of an 
empty transcendence. By exposing the impossible nature of the 
ideals which underlie these doctrines, and vindicating the omnipresence 
of difference as woven into the very fibre of existence, Hegel closed 
one long chapter of philosophical thought — although his results in 
this respect may doubtless not have been assimilated even yet by 
many of our popular leaders of opinion. But in reaction against this 
error, Hegels gift of forcible statement led him into expressions 
which seem to imply a no less questionable extreme. In preaching 
the truth that the nature of the Absolute is revealed in the world of 
its appearances, not craftily concealed behind them, he seems to pass 
to a sheer identification of the two. Now it is unquestionably true 
that the two aspects must be everywhere combined : an Absolute 
which does not appear or reveal itself, and an appearance without 
something which appears, are correlative fiCbstractions. But that is 
not tantamount to saying that the appearance of the Absolute to itself 
is identical with the appearance which the world presents to the 
Hegelian philosopher. Hegel, however, tends to put the philosopher 
in the place of Deity, and literally to identify the history of humanity 
with thei development of the Absolute. It was this aspect of the 
Hegelian system which called forth Lotze’s sarcastic reference to the 
dialectical idyll of an Absolute whose spirfcual evolution was confined 
to the shores of the Mediterranean. I df> not think the presence of 
this tendency in Hegpl can fairly be denied. It is an overstatement, 
as I hold, and &8 I may partly be able to Bhoy7, of a great truth ; but 
to my mind the deification of humanity only requires to be clearly 
stated in order to condemn itself. This aspect of the Hegeli^ 
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system found an inadequate counterpoise in the logical dialectic o5 
the categories, from which standpoint the time-proceA is reduced to 
a projection of thought-distinctions in a series of dissolving views, 
and the ultimate reality of existence seems to be placed in a timeless 
system of abstract conceptions. The logical strain in Hegelianism 
had been showing some signs of vitality in England when Mr. Bradley, 
in his “Principles of •Logic’’ (1883), utter«’'d his memorable protest 
against the reduction of the universe to an unearthly ballet of 
bloodless categories Since then it may bjp said ^ to have fallen into 
the background, much as it did in Giyrmany, and ^ the school has 
mainly devoted itself to the historical development of God. • Some- 
times this is done, as it is by Hegel hinftllf, with an attempt, either 
unconscious or deliberate, to keep out of view the ultimate implica- 
tions of the position as bearing on the doctrine of the being and 
nature of God. At other times the identification of man with God is 
made with an under-current of negative polemic, resulting in a phase 
of thought which may be described as Hegelian positivism. 

If I read Mr. Bradley aright, he has clearly realised that neither 
of these positions can be enj^ertained for a moment as literal and ulti- 
mate truth. Life is more than logic, and God is more than man. 
The categories — that is to say, the structure of reason — may be said 
to constitute the essence of God, the ground-plan of the world ; we 
can understand the statement and recognise the truth it expresses. 
But “ neither gods nor men are in very truth logical categories.” And 
again, God is in history without doubt, but yet we trust Ho has a 
richer outlook than He enjoys through any pair of human eyes. 
Realising, then, these twin defects of the Hegelian position, Mr. 
Bradley in this volume has made a strenuous attempt to treat the life 
of the Absolute^ as a reality. With the instinct of the true thinker, 
he recalls us from a narrow Humanism to an insight into the vastness 
of the sustaining life that “operates unspent” throughout the uni- 
verse. This insight is no doubt as simple as it is profound, and it is 
sufficiently strange that man should forget his position as a finite 
incident in the plan of things, and measure himself with the immea- 
surable Spirit of the Universe. Still the fact remains that the most 
elementary truths are soiiietiiiies most easily forgotten m the eagerness 
of a polemic against some particular error. We become so preoccu- 
pied with the ideas which we perceive to be true m that particular 
reference, as against the error we are combating, that We forget the 
essentially limited nature tf the truth we are defending. We forget 
the limited sphere withii'*^ which l^th affirmation and denial have 
relevancy. Indeed, we become so jealous on behalf of the truth for 
which we fight, that we cannot brook thjp least briticipm upon it. We 
confound in a common condemnation the man who denies its legiti- 
mate truth, because he lags at the standpoint of^^ rploded error, and 
• VOL. LXVI. 3 M 
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*tlie man who, having got beyond these controversial issues, calls 
attention to t^e modifications which the principle must submit to 
before it can be advanced as the absolute verity. 

Elemental, therefore, as the truth is, the stress,, which Mr. Bradley 
lays throughout his volume upon the necessarily superhuman character 
of the Absolute — ^its inexpressible and incomprehensible transcendence 
of human conditions of loping and thinking — is a salutary correction 
to a good deal of current speculation. After all, ,.if it comes to a 
question of reality*, the Absolute is the great and only Eeality. We 
have reality only within its* all-comprehensive bounds. True, there- 
fore, asf it is, in the proper reference, to say that the Absolute realises 
itself in human self-consciousness, it becomes fundamentally absurd 
if the saying is taken to mean that the Absolute exists, so to i^peak, 
by the grace of man, and lives only in the breath of his nostrils. Is 
it mot botlj absurd and blasphemous to suppose that the Power which 
cradles aUd encompasses all our lives is not itself a living fact, and 
that it is reserved for man to bring the Absolute, as it were, to the 
birth ? A moment’s reflection convinces us that it is so, and also 
that it must be essentially impossible for a finite being to realise the 
manner of that Absolute Life. 

But Mr. Bradiey has not been content simply to restore to us this 
fundamental insight. He is a metaphysician, and his book, if not 
presenting a complete system of philosophy, yet contains a pretty 
definite theory of the Absolute. And the curious thing is that, based 
as it is upon an important truth, and aiming at correcting an un- 
doubted defect in the Hegelian statement, the theory turns out to be 
further from the truth — turns out, at all events, to be more mislead- 
ing — than the theory it attempts to improve. But I * perhaps 
exaggerate the strangeness of the phenomenon, for the result is, 
strictly speaking, inevitable as soon as we proceed to a constructive 
account of absolute experience. As water cannot rise higher than its 
source, so our speculative grasp cannot transcend the experience which 
is ours in this seed-plot of Time. The higher may comprehend the 
low'er, but how shall the lower reach out to comprehend the higher ? 
Denying, therefore, that the life of the Absolute can be construed in 
terms of our actifal human experience, even in its highest reaches, 
Mr. Bradley is obliged, as we have seen, to fall back upon the analogy 
of a lower life out pf which our conscious experience seems to rise — 
the life of feeling. 

It would be trite to dwell here on the antbiguities of the term ‘‘ feel- 
ing” and the varieties of usage in its regar^. It will be sufficient if wet 
understand the meaning Mr. Bradley intends to convey. Mere feeling, 
he would probably acknowledge, is a state which we never actually 
realise, though we seem to approximate to it at times, and conceive it 
to be approached asymptotically in the lowest forms of organic life. 
Nevertheless, it is not to be deemed that feeling, in Mr. Bradley^s 
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usage, represents one feature — one fundamental aspect — of our actual* 
experience. All our experience is rooted in the imrafediacy of per- 
ception, and feeling names this perceptual or immediate aspect as 
opposed to the conceptual or abstract world, AYlilch we rear on th^ 
basis of inner or outer perception, and offer as its explanation. I 
foresee the outcry that will be raised in certain quarters against this 
way of stating the facrt, and I hasten to jjdd that this iv no way 
implies the separability of these two aspects in actual experience. 
Our actual perceptions are full of the dislfinotions Of ^thought ; a state 
of pure perception entirely without the i^iiaping presence of the con- 
ceptions of the understanding can only be regarded as a wpCyfi] vXri, 
a vanishing-point or limitative conception, essentially unrealisable 
within* experience. The notion from which empiricism started, that 
the object of perception is given, as we perceive it, without any 
activity of thought — the notion that thought simply analytically 
assorts the objects of which we thus passively become aware, doing 
them up into classes and discovering their laws of combination — thia 
complete severance of perception from thought we are surely at liberty 
to treat nowadays as an exploded fiction. But the amplest acknow- 
ledgment of the victory of transcendentalism in this controversy leaves 
the immediacy of perception untouched, and leaves t»he difference as 
wide as ever between the concrete world of fact, which reveals itself 
in perception (inner i^nd outer), and the abstractions of conception 
as such. Conception deals wholly with abstracta, with isolated aspects 
or points of view. Such are the discrete or abstract units which, in its 
own nature, it cannot fuse into continuity, and the multiplicities which 
it cannot resolve into unity. It can never, therefore, express the 
facts of *experience as they exist ; in trying to do so, it inevitably 
falls into contradictions or antinomies. It then proceeds, on the basis 
of its own impotence, to impeach our whole experience as contradictory 
and no better than an illusion. But if its impotence is perfectly 
intelligible — is seen indeed to be inevitable — then experience itself 
can hardly be called unintelligible. It may be unintelligible in a 
technical use of the word ; in the sense that it cannot be reduced to, 
or exhaustively expressed in, the abstractions which the isolating 
touch of understanding frames. But this is Aetel^ to say that 
understanding is not itself life, but a useful instrument in the service 
of life. In the only reasonable sense of intelligibility, life or expe- 
rience is itself the norm of intelligibility. We fihd united there all 
the aspects which, merely by detecting and naming, understanding 
tends to fix in isolation anc^i mutual repugnance. Take the typical 
instance of unity and multiplicity which furnished forth Mr. Bradley’s 
whole First Book ; the unity of the Self and its states is the sufficient 
and the only possible answer to the so-called contradiction. True, 
you cannot name unity and multiplicity in the :^ame indivisible 
ufoment of time ; you must get your breath, as it were, after articn- 
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lating the on^ before you go on to the other. And what applies to 
the articulation of the words applies to the mental thinking of the 
thoughts ; if you think of the unity of the Self, you necessarily pause 
upon that aspect before supplementing it by turning round the eye 
of the mind to the other aspect, multiplicity. In conception the 
mind, as it were, takes a step from the one to the other, and so the 
two com*o to appear separate. And dialectic Supervenes and tells us 
that A is A, and so these two can never Jjo brought together; whereas 
we have simply* looked rone fact from two sides. And that one 
fact — our own. inmost experience — exhibits the two sides indissolubly 
united, and, instead of calling this a contradiction, we adopt it as the 
norm of all our explanations. 

All our experience, then, is rooted in the immediacy of perdeption, 
and experience from the perceptive side is a continuum in which we 
make distinctions. As we do not “ make them in an arbitrary sense, 
we may 'also be said to find them. They were not there for us till we 
made them, but in making them we hold ourselves to be analysing 
more exactly what was implicit in the presentation from the first — to 
be acquiring, in short, a fuller and truer knowledge of the fact. The 
whole progress of knowledge appears, therefore, as the breaking up of 
what is given as a vague mass of feeling or undefined consciousness 
which can hardly as yet be described even as general awareness. In- 
asmuch as this state is assumed to occur in the experience of some 
individual creature, and to constitute the whole state of the creature 
in question, it may be permissible to speak of it (with Mr. Bradley) 
-as an undifferentiated uniUj^ an undivided whole. This inexhaustible 
background of “ feeling constitutes for us the heinu of the world 
(including ourselves), and, in that sense, it is the ultimate subject of 
all predication ; but obviously it is only so far as it becomes deter- 
mined or formed that we can say anything about it. In its character 
of unexhausted remainder it is not anything we actually realise ; it 
cannot itself be properly spoken of as experience, although it is that 
out of which all experience seems to arise. It is essentially a limi- 
tative conception, and as such it is the necessary implicate of our 
experience ; , but again, as such it cannot be constructed within 
experience. *We approach it per viam negativairij only approximating 
towards it by throwing out one determination after another ; and, if 
we exjfcmine our, supposed realisation, we find that We have merely 
thrown our negatives into a positive form. 

But what is itself describable only by negatives, and what, if 
realisable, would mean a lapse into unconsciousness, cannot be expected 
to throw any valuable light upon the nature of an absolute experience. 
That experience, as we have seen, is to be a whole in which the dis- 
tinctions elicited in the progress of knowledge are again to be merged 
in such a way that thought returns to the immediacy of feeling ; but 
it is added that, “ in that higher unity no fraction of anything is 
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lost ” (p. 182). We have already examined this notioii, and come to 
the conclusion that, though Mr. Bradley says^ and is bound to say, 
that all the “ richness,” all the distinctions, of the world we know are 
somehow conservedlfor the Absolute, the main ][irmciple on which his 
criticism depends points directly to the collapse of all distinction 
whatever, and he seem§ himself continually impelled in th^t direction. 
Here we need only add that, if the utter unity of feeling out'^of which 
our experience seems to take its rise is an utter upity into which all 
distinctions collapse, and so a purely ne/,atiVe conception, it will be 
equally negative when transferred to the other end of the sc^Je, and 
used to illustrate the transcendent unity in which all the differences 
of finife experience are resolved. In short, in the one case as in the 
other, we are dealing with a limitative conception which it is sheerly 
impossible for us positively to construct, or, in any true sense, to 
conceive. Our experience has the stamp of incompleteness upon it : 
it has the appearance of moving from an unknown source to an un- 
known goal. This incompleteness is expressed in the two limitative 
conceptions we have had before us, the unity below and the unity 
above experience, the extretne of mere sense and the extreme of 
omniscience. Within experience we may approximate to one extreme 
or the other, but any attempt positively to realise either leaves us 
baffled with nothing in our grasp. Beyond experience, in short, all 
is and must be, for us, absolute emptiness, and whatever sail-broad 
vans ” we spread for flight, we drop at once plump down, like Milton’s 
Satan, in a vast vacuity.* 

It is impossible, therefore, to construct for ourselves, even in outline 
or vague generality, the nature of an absolute experience. Our 
general descriptions are seen on examination to be either purely 
formal, and as I have argued, identical propositions, or they are 
postulates of faith to be realised somehow, but always with this for an 
afterword, that the “ how ” is hidden from us. And this is so for the 
simplest of all reasons, because we are men and not God. We are 
ourselves immersed in the process of the universe. We can only live 
our own life, and see through our own eyes. If we could do. more, 
that would mean that we ourselves had vanished frqm , the universe ; 
the place which had known us would know us no more, and there 
would be, as it were, a gap created in the tissue of the world. 

Take the crucial case of time. “If time vj* not unreal,” says 
Mr. Bradley, “ our Absolute is an illusion ” (p. 206). But, however 
“ contradictory ” we may find the infinite progress to be, which time 

* Mr. Bradley gives the example of ** a constant sound ’’ which may be at first the 
object of attention, then, “ a setting or fringe to the object, - but finally passes, “lower 
into the general background of feeling*’— -passes “ iftto that Self foi* which the Not-Sel£ 
exists.” Such a “lapse” into “the internal i^ass of feeling” seems equivalent to a 
withdrawal from psychical existence altogether till the effect of ^ he stimulus reappears 
m the shape of some vague sub-conscious unrest which eventually draws attention to 
uself. At all events, the unity of feeling into which it relapses is so utter that it 

• . « M J _11 
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involves, can ^ve even adumbrate to ourselves what “ a timeless 
reality ” would be ? I am quite certain, for my own part, that the 
utmost we can attain is the idea of something permanent' in time, 
lasting unchanged through time ; but that leavt^s us with all the 
difficulties of the infinite series still on our hands, Mr. Bradley’s 
suggestion that there may be many time-series in the Absolute, 
unrelated to one another, seems to me to throw no light on the 
subject whatever, ^ The notion of many V times ” seems* to me one of 
these empty possibilities— ^iconceivablo verbal combinations — which 
Mr. Bradley, elsewhere, I think, discourages. All our notions of 
reality being drawn necessarily from our own experience, and all our 
experience being in time, a timeless reality remains for our minds as 
inconceivable as a wooden iron. Besides, the difficulty of passing 
from the timed to the timeless remains just as great, whether the 
times be many or one. 

Mr. Bradley’s attempt to determine the Absolute as such ” — 
i.e.j the Absolute as beyond or more than the process of human 
experience — has the unexpected result, therefore, which I indicated a 
few pages back. It proves an uiiexpe(5ted vindication of the real 
strength of the Hegelian position. The cloud of negations in which 
the attempt involves us, the abstract and empty character of the 
Absolute supposed to be reached, are a fresh and involuntary con- 
firmation of Hegel’s wisdom, in refusing to step beyond the circle of 
knowledge and the process of history. I have said, and I repeat, that 
Hegel’s identification of the Absolute with human experience is 
indefensible. Nevertheless his refusal to seek the character of the 
Absolute elsewhere than in its appearances — i.c.,in human experience — 
was entirely justified. As we have no predicates save those drawn 
from this experience, the attempt to determine the Absolute, so far as 
it is something more than this experience, necessarily throws us back 
upon the purely indeterminate, and we drift easily towards the doctrine 
of the Unknowable. Professor iloyce has already accused Mr. Bradley 
of this tendency. The fruitfulness of Hegel’s philosophy lay in his 
repudiation of this barren search. The real is revealed in its appear- 
ances, and is npt (o be sought behind or beyond them. Extension of 
experience will bring increased and deepened knowledge of the 
Absolute : 

For alltexperience is an arch whcrethro' 

Gleams that imtravell’xl world whose margin fades 

For ever and for ever when I move.*’ 

But as we shift our margin and enter thatfuntravelled world, however 
far we go, the new is tstill an extension of the old on the same plane, 
the plane of iiliite experience, not a passage to another species of 
insight. Along with this resdute correlation of the real with its 
manifestations, there goes in Hegel the’ organisation of the phenomena} 
world itself. Believed from an impossible quest, he devotes himself 
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to the exposition of experience as the only possible reflation of the* 
Absolute for us, and he finds it to be not an indifierent congeries^ but 
a graded system. The significance of this doctrine of degrees I have 
already dwelt on, ir^commenting upon what seem to mo two confiicting 
lines of thought in Mr. Bradley’s book. The^result for Hegel of this 
doctrine, taken together with his fundamental correlation of the real 
with its manifestion, was, not unnaturally •perhaps, a theory which 
identified, or seemed to identify, the Absolute with the culminating 
aspects of human experience in art, reli^orfj the Sfate and philoso- 
phical system. The theory is false only so far as^it is taken to 
confine the Spirit of the Universe to these earthly tabernacles. So 
understood, it cabins the spirit of man within a narrow and self- 
sufficient positivism. It undermines the sentiment of reverence, and 
dulls our sense of the infinite greatness and the infinite mystery of 
the world. But it is profoundly true, so far as it asserts that only by 
predicates drawn from these spheres can we determine the Absolute 
at all, and that moreover such determination is substantially, though 

doubtless not literally, true : 

• 

“ So weiL das Olir, so weit das reicht, 

Du findest nur Bekanntes, das ihm gleicht, 

Und deines Gcisies hochsler Keuerllug ® 

Hat schon am Gleichniss, hat am Bild genug.” 

The dangers that lurk in any attempt to determine the Absolute as 
such are well exemplified, I think, in the negations to which Mr. 
Bradley is driven. Thus, “ morality cannot (as such) be ascribed to 
the Absolute” (p. 197). “Goodness as such is but appearance and 
is transcended in the Absolute” (p. 429). Will cannot belong as 
such to the Absolute (p. 413). In the Absolute even thought must 
lose and transcend its proper self” (p. 182). “If the term 
* personal ’ is to bear anything like its ordinary sense, then assuredly 
the Absolute is not merely personal” (p. 531). “ The Absolute is not 

personal, nor is it moral, nor is it beautiful or true ” (p. 533). 
What is the inevitable result upon the mind of this cluster of 
negations ? Surely it will be this : Either the Absolute will be 
regarded as a mere Unknowable with which we haye .no concern, or 
the denial of will, intellect, morality, personality, beauty and truth 
will be taken to mean that the Absolute is a unity indifferent to these 
higher aspects of experience. It will be regarded* as non-moral and 
impersonal in the sense of being below these distinctions, and our 
Absolute will then 'remarkably resemble the soulless substance of the 
materialist. Nothing is moVe certain than that extremes meet in this 
fashion, and that the attempt to reach the supe rhuman falls back into 
the infra-human. Now Mr. Bradley, of ‘’course, intends his unity to 
be a higher, not a lower unity. “ The Absolute is not personal, 
because it is personal and more. It is, in a word, super-personal ” 
(p. 531). And he is not blind to the danger that lurks in his denials. 
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is better/’^he even warns us, if there is a risk of falling back 
upon the lower unity, to affirm personality than to call the Absolute 
impersonal.’^ But there is more than a risk, 1 maintain ; there is a 
certainty that this will be the result. And therefore the conclusion 
deducible from Mr. Bradley’s discussion seems to me to be that the 
attempt metaphysically, scientifically, or literallj^ (I use these here as 
equivalenf terms) to determine the Absolute as such, is necessarily 
barren. Where th^e definition is not taatologous, it is ‘a complex of 
negations, and if not teck‘ni(J^lly untrue, it has in* its suggestions the 
effect of an untruth. Our statements about the Absolute, i.c., the 
ultimate nature of things, tare actually nearer the truth when they 
give up the pretence of literal exactitude and speak in terms (say) of 
morality and religion, applying to it the characteristics of our own 
highest experience. Such language recognises itself in general (or, 
at* least, k certainly should recognise itself) as possessing only 
symbolical truth, as being, in fact, thrown out,” as Matthew Arnold 
used to say, at a vast reality. But both religion and the higher 
poetry — just because they give up the pretence of an impossible^ 
exactitude — carry us, I cannot doubt, ne&rer to the meaning of the 
world than the* formulae of an abstract metaphysics. 

Such a conclusion may be decried as agnostic, but names need 
frighten no one. The Agnosticism which rests on the idea of an 
Unknowable thing in itself — the Agnosticism which many of Kant’e 
and Spencer’s arguments would establish — is certainly baseless ; but 
there are regions of speculation where Agnosticism is the only healthy 
attitude. 

Such a region I hold to be that of the Absolute as such. If it bo 
objected that the mere mention of such an Absolute is an acknow* 
ledgment of the Thing-in-itself, I must allow myself Mr. Bradley’s 
privilege, and simply “ doubt if the objector can understand ” (p. 183). 
It is, in a word, not an Absolute-in-itself, but the Absolute-for-itself, 
of which we are speaking — in other words, it is the nature of the- 
existence which the Absolute has or enjoys for itself. This is incom- 
prehensible, save by the Absolute itself. Because it is incomprehensible 
by the finite n^ind, it does not, however, follow that such an all- 
embracing experience is not a Reality ; and the denial of such a 
possibility would seem to be more than presumptuous. So far, 
therefore,* as the He^lian philosophy disregarded this wider outlook, 
and implicitly identified the Absolute with the process of finite 
experience, its scheme of things is out of proportion, and the ineffable^ 
transcendence of the Absolute as such reqfared reassertion. But this 
reassertion must not be construed to mean that our own existence is 
a vain show which throws ho light on the . real nature of things. 
Rightly agnostic as regards th^ nature of the Absolute as such, no- 
shadow of doubt need fall on our experience as a true revelation o$ 
the Absolute for us. Hegel was right in seeking the Absolute withm 
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experience and finding it, too ; for certainly we can /leither seek it 
nor find it anywhere else. The truth about the Absolute which we 
extract from our experience is, doubtless, not the final truth. It may 
be taken up and sifperseded in a wider or fuller truth, and in thia 
way we might pass in successive cycles of finite existence from sphere 
to sphere of experience, from orb to orb of truth. But even the 
highest would still remain a finite truth, ftnd fall infinitely short of 
the truth of •God. But such a doctrine of relativity in no way 
invalidates the truthfulness of the revelat?,on 'at any given stage. The 
fact that the truth I seek is the truth for me, does hot make it, on 
that account, less true. It is true, so far as it goes ; and if my 
experience can carry me no further, I am justified in treating it as 
ultimate until it is supersedecL Should it ever be superseded, I 
shall then see both how it is modified by being comprehended in & 
higher truth, and also how it and no other statement the truth 
could have been true at my former standpoint. But the higher 
standpoint is reached, to seek to discredit our present insight by the 
general reflection that its truth is partial and requires correction, is a 
perfectly empty truth whicB, in its bearing upon human life, may 
easily come to have the efiect of an untruth. We hear much in 
denunciation of the practice of testing truth by its supposed conse- 
quences. And no doubt the argument is often a weapon in the hands 
of obscurantism and timid conservatism. Yet in the long run, truth 
and life are not dissevered, and there is a line of Goethe's which 
expresses, with his usual calmness and breadth, the insight of which 
the popular doctrine is a superficial distortion, Was fnichthar ist, 
allcin ist wahr. 

While Mr. Bradley’s main thought, therefore, undoubtedly possesses 
a real importance as emancipating us from the too narrow humanism 
of a dogmatic Hegelianism, the impression produced by his volume 
upon an unbiassed mind will be, I fancy, to foster a wise Agnosticism 
in regard to assertions about the Absolute as such. Human experience^ 
not as itself the Absolute bodily," but as constituting the only 
accessible and authentic revelation of its nature to us, is the true 
subject-matter of philosophy. And here, as Mjr. .Bradley says^ 
‘‘ the doctrine of degrees in Reality and Truth is the fundamental 
answer to our problem ” (p. 487). Mr. Bradley, as v\re have seen, 
acknowledges his special indebtedness to Hegel In this part of his 
discussion, but, in its general form, the doctrine is no exclusiyo 
property of any philosophical school. Rather it has always been 

** Der \^61ker loblicher Gebrauch 
Dass jeglichcr das Beste was er kenr , 

Er Gott, ja seinen Gott, beneftnt ? ” • 

We speak most truly and most in accordance with the real nature 
things when we thus characterise the Absolute in terms of the 
best we know. 
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Bat that Il6{j6l has given systematic expression to this old world- 
wisdom gives his system a place in history quite beyond the brilliant 
but arbitrary speculations of individual genius, and ensures for it an 
abiding influence upon^ modern thought. It mustf'be acknowledged, 
however, that, in his hands, the doctrine of degrees tends to assume 
a too purely intellectual and formalistic character. If we look 
simply at his own methodic statement, the scale seems to resolve 
itself into a series gf repetitions of the fundamental formula of the 
One and the Many. As'Wefrise in the scale, we get more compre- 
hensive wholes— wholes, too, which include a more intricate complexity 
of detail, and which embracSe their detail in a more intimate union. 
We have thus a series of types (different powers or Potcnzen) of the 
same scheme. But the realisation of this abstract scheme possesses 
in itself no interest or importance. It is the content of any experience 
which makes it “ higher ” in any vital sense, and makes it of decisive 
importance in an, inquiry as to the meaning of experience as a whole. 
Hegel’s results in this connection are substantially true, just because 
they are based not upon the mere application of a formula, but upon 
an implicit reference to the content of experience and the judgments 
of value which that legitimates. The formula itself is derived, in 
fact, from the self-conscious life of man, and to Hegel, in even a wider 
sense than to Kant, man in his typical activities is an End-in-himself. 

The life, that is to say, which is guided by the ideals of Truth, 
Beauty, and Goodness, and which partially realises these, possesses 
,an absolute and indefeasible worth. It is only in such judgments of 
value that we can be said to possess " an absolute criterion.” Mr. 
Bradley says in more than one place that we possess such a criterion, 
but he also, like Hegel, confines himself too exclusively throughout 
his book to the intellectual necessities of all-inclusiveness and internal 
harmony, which, we found, did not carry us so far as he supposed. 
Our idea of what the Absolute must be is founded on the ideal 
necessities which our nature compels us to acknowledge. But the 
ideal necessities in, question are not merely intellectual ; they are 
aesthetical, ethical, and religious as well. For ** we must believe 
(to quote Mr. Bradley's own words) that Reality satisfies our whole 
being ; our main wants — for Truth and Life, and for Beauty and 
Goodness — ^must all find satisfaction ” (p. 159), The necessity of 
our belief is not dud, , however, to any esoteric assurance on the point 
which we possess direct from the Absolute. It is an absolute cer- 
tainty in the sense simply that it is an ultimate judgment on our 
part. It represents our deepest convictior^ as to absolute and rela- 
tive worth — a conviction which does not admit of being supported, 
and therefore does not admit of being assailed, by argument. 




Andrew Seth. 



THE ^’ICTITIOT^S FBENQH CLAIM TO 
MADAGASCAR. 


OST people fully believe that France possesses by treaty-right a 
-LV,1. “ protectorate ” over '’that vast island in the Indian Ocean, 
which in extent is nearly twice the size of the United Kingdom. 
Some who remember from history how Mauritius, when held by 
France, was used, in the last century, as a basis for privateers to harass 
English trade, may feel very uncomfortable at what they maintain to 
be the existing legal state of things. They naturally think that Mada- 
gascar in the hands of a Fowei', a rival of, or under circumstances 
hostile to, this country, could be converted into a strong place of 
arms, forming a standing threat both to the Cape route and the Bed 
Sea route of England to her Eastern Empire. 

But uncomfortable thoughts apart, how many are there who doubt 
the treaty-right in question ? Has not M. Hanotaux asked for a 
credit of 65,000,000 francs in oi'der to " secure the full realisation of 
our protectorate ? And has not Lord Salisbury, as far back as 1890, 
recognised the protectorate of France over the island of Madagascar, 
with its consequences ” ? Does not that settle the matter ? 

No. It does not do so in international law. Tv?'o persons cannot 
dispose of the property of a third one without the latter giving his 
consent. In the same way, an agreement made by the Governments 
of two nations that another nation should be saddled with tl foreign 
protectorate cannot be held binding upon the latter unless it has 
yielded its assent. Now, the French Bepublic may use “ the last 
argument of kings ” for imposing her will upon the Hova nation, 
but she cannot claim a protectorate in virtue jf a treaty ‘concluded 
with the Government of Antananarivo, liord Salisbdry has recog- 
nised ” that which legally does not exist. 

• In vain will the Convention of December 17, 1885 — ^which was 
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signed on Jannary 10, 1886, by General Digby Willoughby, the 
commander of tne Malagasy army, in the name of Queen Ranavalona, 
on board the French war vessel Naiade — be searched for the word 
“ protectorate.” It is not there. . * 

There had been long, negotiations on the subject. As early as 
June 13, 1883, an ultimatum had been sent out by France, claiming 
“the rights of sovereignty or of protectorate” over certain territories 
on the coast, where Sakalava tribes dwell* IL was during a rebellion 
of those rather barbarian^ s^mi-negroid tribes afifainst the Malagasy 
Government that France had, in 1811 and 1842, gained some influence 
with certain Sakalava cliiefis, and prevailed upon them to accept a 
treaty. Naturally, the Government at Antananarivo did not recognise 
this action of rebellious subjects, who were afterwards subdued and 
placed again, as they had been before, under the central Hova 
authority. «. 

On November 26, 1883, the Malagasy plenipotentiaries, in answer 
to a French ultimatum, informed those of France that such claims of 
sovereignty or protectorate over special portions of the island 

“ must not be rej)eatod any more {les Fmvcafa n^exerceront plus dhormais de 
repHUion a cet eynrd) ; Madagaifcar having, for a long time, been in perfect 
possession of her ilulependenco, and fully resolved upon maintaining the 
advantageous position which she lioids, and the cession of which she will 
not ofler to anybody else, whoever he may be.'' * 

This peremptory answer was a very clear hint at a rupture. 
Thereupon the French plenipotentiaries put a little water into their 
strong wine. Admiral Galiber declared that “ France had never had* 
the pretension of conquering Madagascar,” that she “ never dreamt 
of touching the independence of the country,” and so forth. Still, on 
August 27, 1885, another treaty-draft came forth from Paris, in 
which, dropping the claim of a special sovereignty or protectorate 
over a small part of the island, a more vaguely general protectorate 
of France over the whole of Madagascar was proposed. 

All these claims were rejected. At last, the French plenipoten- 
tiaries themselves dtd not even dare to mention the subject anymore, 
considering that the French troops, during protracted hostilities, had 
not been able to ^renetrate further inland than a few miles, only to 
retreat even from there. 

“ We have not iiisisted on the insertion of the word ‘ protectorate,'” 
wrote M, Patrimonio* on January 18, 1886, to M. de Freycinet—tho 
Minister for Foreign Affairs — “because we knew beforehand that 
otherwise this would once more prove a cause of rupture.” When 
the Convention was submitted to the Chamber of Deputies for the* 
necessary ratiflc^^tion, &oant Douville Maillefeu, on February 25, 1886, 

* “Documents Diplomatiques : Affaires de Madagascar, 1881-1886.” Paris, 1883i 
and 1886. 
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pointedly referred to the fact that “ the word ^protectorate* is not in 
the Treaty** M. de Freycinet, of course, did not gainsay it ; the fact 
being before every one’s eyes. 

The protectorate claim, both special and general, having been struck 
out, Article I. of the Treaty runs thus : 

“ The Government o£ the Hepublic will represent Madagasmr in all her 
foreign relations. The Malagasy abroad will be placed under tlio protection 
of France.’’ 

Now, the merest tyro in diplomacy knows that such a protection of 
the subjects of a country residing abroa^ does not constitute a pro- 
tectorate over that country itself. 

This entire absence of the word “ protectorate ” from the Treaty 
of 1885-86 did not please the Chauvinist party. M. de Freycinet, 
therefore, at first tried to hoodwink the Chamber into a belief that a 
protectorate had been established, by wilily using the* phrase, ion 
January 16, 1886, in a Ministerial declaration to the Senate and the 
Ilouse of Deputies : “ We shall organise the protectorate over Annam and 
Tonquin, as well as that ov^r Madagascar, upon bases of an extremely 
simple character.” Again, on February 17, he said of Article I.: 

This article entails the effective protectorate by France over Mada- 
gascar in all its force. Our protectorate, however, is confined to the 
foreign politics of the Hovas.” Yet, in the same speech he had to 
confess that the Hovas would have been frightened by the word “ pro- 
tectorate,” and that M. Baudais, the French agent, was placed on 
kalf-pay for having “ shown a want of dexterousness (maladrcsse) ** 
by intimating that France was bent upon an interference even with 
the internal administration of the island. 

It was only the imprudence, the want of dexterousness, the hasty 
previousness — as the Americans phrase it — which M. de Freycinet 
objected to in his agent. The thing itself he certainly wanted to be 
done by-and-by. Speaking of Article IL, which says : 

“ A Resident, representing the Government of the Republic, will preside 
over the foreign relations of Madagascar without interfering in the internal 
administration of the country,” 

M. de Freycinet actually did not scruple to throw out this significant 
and rather cynical hint : “ Our Resident caimot irterfere ajgainst the 
will of the Hovas; but it is not doubted that 'the Resident will, by 
degrees, edge himself also into the internal administration of the 
island.” 

Furthermore, the Frencn Foreign Minister observed : “ If you have 
from the outset the pretension to plant sub-agenl^s over the whole 
island, the Hovas will not consent to it. But if, later on, Frenchmen 
are established at certain points, we shall then .^e able to appoint 
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there a Delegate or Eesident.” And in order to impress the Chamber 
by another argument in favour of granting the ratification, the 
resourceful statesman, though declaring that the Malagasy Govern- 
ment were glad to hav,p the war ended on accounf of the sufferings 
endured by their people, directed attention to the fact that, after all, 
the Hovas had not been beitfen** 

This occurred in the debate of Febrifary 17, 1886. On 
I'ebruary 25, when Count Douville Maillefeu’s somewhat startling 
remark about the absence^, of hhe word “ protectorate ” had been made, 
M. de Freycinet exclaimed : 

I 

I have consulted all the ^expert military officers. Consult tliem your- 
selves, and they will tell you that, to reach Antananarivo and impose your 
will in an unmistakable, rapid, and decisive manner, it would need \(),000 
men ; 10,000 moro to guard the communications, and still oOOO more as a 
(!orps of reserve. With su(;h an alternative before you, I believe you (;an 
vote the pr,oposition submitted to you.” 

In other words, the Minister tried to make the House feel that it 
would be rather a big job to defeat Madagascar, and that it would be 
best to remain ^satisfied for the nonce with what had been obtained. 
Previously, M. de Freycinet, though endeavouring to delude the 
Chamber as to the existence of a protectorate, had literally to make 
this avowal as to the former French claim of a protectorate over the 
Sakalava : 

We-consider that the Government of the Ilovas ought to extend overall 
the island. It is the Ilova people who, in our view, are alone capable of 
ruling over the whole island. The other populations are not sufficiently 
developed.” 

What an involuntary satire upon the former French attempt to rouse 
the backward and barbarian Sakalava against the central authority of 
the more cultured Hova ! 

But worse remains behind as to the tortuous tactics of French 
diplomacy. In the negotiations between M. Patrimonio and Admiral 
Miot and thei representatives of Queen Kanavalona, it had been dis- 
tinctly agreed, before the Treaty was signed, that “ the French estab- 
lishment' at Diego Suarez will not pass beyond one mile and a half 
along the south of the bay, as well as along its contour from east to 
west, and four mil&s around tjje north contour of the bay.” Also, 
that the escort of the French Besident shall be composed of not more 
than fifty horsemen or foot soldiers, and that this escort shall not 
enter the precincts of the Eoyal Palace. ( Further, it was promised 
that “ the Govemmeiffc of t]ie Eepublic will obviously not lend its 
assistance to the Queen of Madagascar for the defence of her State 
unless such assistance is solicited by her Majesty the Queen.” Again^ 
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it was acknowledged that the Malagasy Government can, as hereto-* 
fore, continue to conclude treaties of commerce with f(A*eign Powers. 

All this was distinctly settled in answer to definite questions of the 
plenipotentiaries o^ Madagascar. The docunjent containing these 
assurances was drawn up on January 9, 1886, and forms an 
“ appendiK,*’ or letter,” or “ postscript,” to the Treaty which was 
signed on the following day, January 10, 1886. The sigr atures of 
the Queen an^ the Prime Minister ” were, as stated in the valuable 
work of Captain Pasileld-Oliver,"* v ^ 

“only allixed to the Treaty their plenipotentiary * [General T)igby 
Willoughby] as conditional and dependent on^the satisfactory explanations 
afforded by the Letter and Postscript, and that the Treaty is consequently 
to be read by the light of the Appendix, without which it is null and 
void.” 

But what did M. de Freycinet do, when asked, in thev Chamber, 
whether he considered himself bound by the Appendix as to the 
boundary line around the bay ? He coolly answered that he would 
take no heed of the Appendix at all. I le said : “ No. I only hold 
by the Treaty. I trust that we shall bring about a progressive 
extension of that boundary line.” 

Seldom has faithlessness been shown more openly ’in matters diplo- 
matic, Whilst letting his agents give the most formal assurances to 
the representatives of Madagascar in a sense quieting their 
apprehensions, the French Minister was not ashamed to avow in 
open Parliament that he meant to ride rough-shod over the clear text 
of the Treaty at the first opportunity. In accordance with this 
audacious design, the Appendix, without which the Treaty itself is 
invalid, was not only not submitted to the Chamber, but bluntly 
disavowed. 

Who, then, is bold enough to say that the Government of 
Madagascar, which gave its signature on the understanding that the 
Treaty and the Appendix hang together, and that the one must be 
interpreted by the other, is under any treaty obligation whatever, 
considering the gross breach of faith of which the French Govern- 
ment has become guilty ? A legal opinion, given jay an English 
jurisconsult already in October 1880, which is embodied in Captain 
Pasfield-Oliver’s work, puts this in the clearest lirht. But even 
waiving that point, it will have been seen from the^5acts above^ detailed , 
that a French protectorate was not only not established in 1885-86, 
but that that claim was, after protracted negotiations, formally 
rejected, and purposely kept out of the Treaty. Without knowing 
Goethe’s Faust,” the Malagasy fully ,ielt >he meaning of the 
suggestion of Mephistopheles : * • 


* “Madagascar.*’ London. 1886. 2 vol£. 
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• “ 3Iit Worten lasst Hick trefflich streiten, 

3[it Worten ein t^ystem hereiten^** 

and they therefore refused to grant the word “ protectorate ” to the 
insidious French diplijmacy. 

Here it may be brought to recollection that when liavoninahitrini- 
arivo, the Foreign Secretary and Ambassador of Madagascar, came 
with his colleague, Ramaniraka, to London, twelve years ago, he laid 
a statement before Lord, Granville, in which the French claim to 
either a local or^ a general protectorate was ^lost firmly opposed. 
These Malaga^ — as I can testify from having repeatedly seen them 
and had them as guests at my house, in company with the English 
Vice-Consul, Mr. W. C. Pickeregill — did not lack shrewdness. One of 
the sentences of their memorandum, referring to the French claim of 
a local protectorate over certain semi-barbarous Sakalava tribes, merits 
being quoted. It was to this effect : 

“ No cif ilised nation can ever recognise the rights of a section of their 
people, while in' rebellion, to alienate any portion of its territory to a 
foreign Power.” 

The Embassy went on in their statement : 

The Foreign OHice [at Paris] insisted upon the signing of an ultimatum 
by which the French would have a right of protectorate over the West coast 
of Madagascar, with general lights over the whole island. As it was im- 
possible for us to sign this, we were immediately informed that we were no 
longer considered the guests of France, and that our Hag must bo removed 
from the hotel.” 

In conclusion, the Malagasy Envoys remarked that they were “ fortu- 
nately aware of an understanding entered into some years ago between 
Great Britain and France whereby the independence of Madagascar 
was mutually agreed to.” They consequently trusted that Lord 
Granville would use his influence for ensuring to their nation a proper 
protection from molestation and foreign aggression. 

That protection was not given. Madagascar had to defend her 
independence against French aggression by force of arms. She suc- 
ceeded in keeping the foe at bay. France won no laurels in that 
•campaign, and had finally to give up the desired insertion of “ protec- 
torate ” in the ‘Treaty. Nevertheless, Lord Salisbury, four years 
afterwards, allowed,, himself to be deluded into a one-sided “ recogni- 
tion ” qf this noq-existent protectorate ! Who knows whether the 
text of the Treaty of 1885-86, hnd the diplomatic documents referring 
to the long negotiations that preceded it, were ever properly studied 
at the Foreign Office ? 

Be that as it may^ nobody will be able to deny the gravity of the 
questions at isffue. Speaking of the strategical, apart from the com- 
mercial, value which the large island of Madagascar would possess in 
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the hands of a powerful enemy, a journal which supports the present 
Cabinet, as it has supported that of Mr. Gladstone — namely. Sir 
Charles Cameron’s North British Daily Mail — rightly says : 

That this is no figment of Jingoism is shown l>y the fact that, when the 
Mauritius was in tlie possession of France, our jCastern commerce was so 
terrorised by Freiicli raids from that basis tliat we were compelled to make 
a conquest of the island at the beginning of the century, Therods nothing 
to prevent the French establishing another suth base at Diego Suarez, or 
other Madaga^^ar ports.” o 

And the same paper continues thus : ^ ’ 

“The .arrangement concluded by Lord Salisl^iry and M. Waddingtfon four 
years .ago was of a comprehensive cli.aracter, and while it gave France a fi’ee 
hand ip Mad.agascar, it at tlio same time bound that country to recognise a 
line from Say to Darruwa as the southern limit of French influence in the 
hintc'rland of Algeria. It is notorious that the French have ignored this 
stipuLation, and that they have been cl.aiming to exercise an inUqence in the 
Western Soudan south of that lino, which constitutes, of course, a '^'rricas 

(hiyartiire from the general arramjement conchuled in l.SUd But the 

French Colonial party are desirous of overriding the obligations of the 
Treaty under cover of the .agreement of andto this, of course, wo 

cannot bo a party. It is the same parti coho fiat who are making mi>chicf 
for us on the Niger, in the Western Soudan, and on the l-fpei Nile.” 

If this description is correct, the Paris Governmeifti has not fulfilled 
the conditions of the agreement of 1890 towards England, even as it 
has not observed the stipulations of 1 88G with regard to Madagascar, 
l^his alone would make the Convention of 1890 no longer binding 
upon this country, quite irrespective of its having never been binding,, 
from the point of view of international law, upon the Malagasy 
victim. Unfortunately, such legal considerations do not restrain 
the French Kepublic, whose declared object it is to force her alleged 
“ protectorate” upon Madagascar by a war which cannot be otherwise 
called than a war under false pretences. 

Kakl Blind. 
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W HEN the Editor of the Contemporarv Hevikw asked me to 
write something about the great poet we have just lost, I was 
busy correcting^ proofs of the lecture devoted to him in my book, 
Evolution de la Pocsie Lyrique au XIX*^ Si(^cle,” a collection of 
the lectures given by me at the Sorbonne in 1893, Leconte 
de Lisle was then still amongst us, and we in no wise expected 
his end was so near. Eor although he had passed his seventieth 
year, age had neither bowed his frame nor marred the Olympian 
character of his appearance; and some of his finest poems — “ Les 
Parfums ” and the “ Enlevement d’Europeia,” published that year in 
the Ilavue (hs deu:i: Mondes — make it superfluous for me to remind 
my readers that his inspiration had never been more noble, his art had 
never been more completely within his mastery, even in the maturity 
of his powers. And this is the well-deserved reward of all who, like 
him, seek to express in their works only that which they have con- 
ceived of, according to the fine saying of the philosopher, “ sous 
I’aspect de I'eternito ! ” It is their consolation and the pride of those 
who love theln,that living, so to speak, two lives, of which the outer 
one is, as with all’^of us, abandoned to the rapid and changeful stream 
of actuality, the inner one secretly devoted to the cnlt of science or 
of art, they have \iever experienced the wild joys of popularity, but 
neither have they known, nor will they ever know, its fickleness; 
and by just so much as they have thrust aside from their work the 
passionate element, it has suifered neithe^' from hesitation nor faltering, 
and their talept has not departed from them with their youth. Let us 
steer clear of the passions. ^SVe of to-day no longer feel, no longer 
love, as our fathers did in 1830, after the furious fashion of Dumas’ 
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or Hugo’s heroes, and the change suflSces to make “ Anthony ” and 

Ruy Bias ” intolerable to us. ^ 

“ Mais la Beauto flamboic, ei tout renalt elle ; 

Et Idk raondcs oncor rouleiit sous ses pieds blancs."* 

Which is precisely the point I desired to enforce in the lecture, for 
which I must apologise^ for having alluded fo above, and frbm this I 
have nothing^ to withdraw, , nothing to modify. For the reasons 
already given, the unexpected death of Leconte de Jjtsle shed no light 
upon his works which I had not already found thwe. But it is 
the peculiarity of great writers that one m 9 ,y speak of them oVer and 
over again, and when one thinks all said, still find something further 
to say,* or may repeat the same things in a different manner. Besides, 
one says them better the third or fourth time than the first ; and since, 
after all, truth can only be impressed upon man’s wandering mind by 
means of repetition, the very last vanity of the critic or historian of 
literature should be that of always wishing to appear original. 

In order to form a correct idea of the work of Leconte de Lisle, 
and to fix the relative importance of his “ Pooines Antiques ” and 
“ Formes Barbares ” in the history of contemporary poetry, it is above 
all necessary to see therein, as in the writings of Flaubert to whom 
I shall more than once compare him, especially the “Tentation de 
Saint- Antoine ” and “ Salammbo,” a protest against the Romantic 
school. I do not mean to say that both Flaubert and Leconte de Lisle 
(fid not largely benefit by the revolution brought about by Hugo. 
The solidarity uniting the generations of man never permits us to 
get entirely free from the influence of those who preceded us, and it 
would be as impossible to explain Leconte de Lisle without Hugo as 
it would have been to explain Racine without Corneille, or Malherbe 
without Ronsard. But though the author of “ Phc'^dre and of 
‘‘ Athalie ” were to owe even more than he does to the author of “ Poly- 
eucte ’’ and of the “ Cid,” no one in these days fails to perceive that the 
dramatic system of Racine differs fundamentally from that of Corneille, 
even if one does not admit it to be the antithesis ; *and it is thus that 
Leconte de Lisle was able to avail himself of the freedom won for 
poetry by Hugo, though his ‘‘ Poemes Antiques'’ and Po^mes 
Barbares” have not on that account any the greater similarity to the 
“ Legende des Siccles.” I have pointed out on .this subject 
while the firecian cult of the Beautiffll permeated the whole of the 
“Po^imes Anti((ues,’' in the ‘‘Legende,” on the contrary (I refer to 
the first series of 1859), there was not one single piece inspired by 
the mythology, the traditiohs, or the history qi Greec^. In this 
immense fresco, wherein the poet had s€?t himself, aocording to his 

* But Beauty llames, and in her all things are born again ; Anc" the worlds still roll 
beneath her white feet. 
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own account, no less a task than that of depicting humanity simul- 
taneously anS successively under all its aspects ” — history, fable, 
religion, philosophy, science — there was no place fbr the gods, or 
for the heroes, artists, or p9ets of Greece ; jnd even Rome was 
represented there merely by the “ Lion d’Androclds.” On the other 
hand, the personal opinions of the poet were conspicuous even in his 
choice of subject ; tlius^for instance, he only conceived such a master- 
piece as “La Rose de ribfante,” to gef a chance of tilling Philip II. * 
of Spain, the l^ope, ayd *Roman Catholicism, ' what he thought of 
them. Anti-Christian fanaticism is the solo resemblance I find 
between Hugo and Leconte de Lisle. 

In every other respect they stand far apart, and while the Romantic 
School, sprung partly from the revolt against the “Greeks and 
Romans,** remained faithful in the “ Legonde des Siecles *’ to its * 
brigin, tjie mere title, “ Poemes Anti(|ues,*’ is both elo([uent and 
significant. I say nothing of the preface, to bo found in the early 
editions, and since the poet thought well to suppress it, I will not 
quote from it. Rut sorao lines taken from the beautiful poem, 

“ Hypatie,** the virgin of Alexandria iwd Cyril*s victim, are not less 
characteristic : 

« 

“ 0 vicrgo, C]\x\, d’un pan do ta robcj pieuse, 

Couvris la Lombo august <* ou s’eiulorinaient Ics Dicux, 

De leur ciiUe ocli]KSo protn-sso hanuomeuse, 

Cliaste ot dernier rayon delaclu' de leurs cieux ! 

*‘Je t’aimc et le saluc, u vicrge niagnanimc ! 

Quiind Torage obranla Ic raonde j-aternel, 

Tu suivis dans I’oxil cot (Kdipo sublirno, 

Et tu ronvclo]>pas d’un amour etcrnel.” * 

This is a real profession of faith. With a touch of impiousness, the 
poet goes back beyond those Middle Ages — of which the Rcrmanticists, 
while exploiting them for their picturesque odds and ends, formed, 
nevertheless, so false an idea — to Grecian sources, to draw thence, 
together with the favourite subjects of his Muse, the long-lost feeling 
for plastic art. 

“ Marbre .sacr»', vutu dc force ct de g<5nie,” t 

he cries, addres*sing himself to the Venus of Milo, 

“ Dfiesse irn'sistible an port victoricux, 

Eure comme un eclair, et commc une harmonic, 

0 Venus, o beanie, blanche mere des Dicux.’* J 

* 0 virgin, who, with a fold of thy j)ious robe, Didst cover the august tomb 
wherein thy gods slumbered. Musical priestess of their extinguished worsliip, Chaste 
and last ray, fallen from their heavens ! I 

I love thee and greets hee, O great-hearted maiden I When the tempest shattered 
the world of tliy fathers, Thoii didst follow, that sublime Oidipus into exile, And 
thou didst enfolh him with an eternal love, 
t Hallowed marble, clothed with power and with genius. 

t Irresistible goddess, of victorious mien, Pure as the lightning, and like a har- 
mony, 0 Venus, O beauty, white mother of the gods. 
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But the lines that follow are still more definite : 

‘VTu n’cs pas Aphrodite, au berccment. dc I’ondc, 
Sur ta conque d’azur posant un"picd iieigeux, 
Tand» qu’autour de toi, vision rose et btondo, 
Yoleiit les Hires d'or avec I’essaim dcs Jeux ! 

ft 

“ Tu n’es pas Kytheree, en ta pose assoiiplie, 
Parfumanlt de baisers TAddnis bicn hcurevix, 

Et n 'ay ant pour tumoins snr Ic ranieaii qui plic 

^Que colombes d’albsUrc et ramiersamourcux. 

“Et tu if'es pas la Muse aux IdvrcsV-lop^ientes, * ' 
lya pudiquc Venus, ni la molle Astarte, * 

Qui, le front couronne dc roses et d’acanthes, 
bur uii lit de lotos se meurt de voliii^te.” * 

And again : 

» “ lies, stSjour des Dicuxl Hellas, mere sacree, 

Oh I que ne siiis- je n^ dans le saint Archipel, 
Aux sifecles glorieux ou la Terre inspiree 
Voyait Ic Ciel dcscendrc a son premier appel.” f 


It would not be possible to declare war more openly against the 
Romantic School, or to go over more resolutely to the side of those 

classics ” whose altars the Hugos, the Dumas, and the Mussets 
imagined themselves to have completely overthrown ; it yronld not be 
possible more frankly to write oneself down an enera^g to the “ Genie 
du Christianisme,^’ or to renew more deliberately the tradition of 
Chenier, Racine, and Ronsard. 

The truth is, as to-day we see clearly, that that for which the 
Romantic School had the least perception was the Beautiful ; in the 
preface to “ Cromwell ” it had actually been denied as a legitimate end 
or aim of art, and in its place was substituted the representation of 
what was called “ character,” although it would have been more candid 
to have named it the “ ugly ” outright. Of all the heroes of Homer s 
epic, Hugo cared for none but Thersites, the ‘‘ Ursus,” or “Quasi- 
modo’* of the Trojan war; and of all the Greek plays, I doubt 
whether he understood much else than the low jesting in the “ Frogs.** 
But the Beautiful, merely a word for the Romanticists, and a word 
which they misunderstood, was a reality for the author of the 
“ Poemes Antiques ” ; indeed, the only reality. Though the ideal 
model perhaps nowhere existed, it is the glory of 'art to have 
created it. Something of it was to be found in thb P irthenon and 

* Thou art not Aphrodite, cradled by the wav^ On thy azu jc* shell poising^ snowy 
foot, Whilst round thee, a fair and rosy vision, ITiutter golden Laughters, with Merri- 
ments in swarms I 

Thou art not Cytherea, in thy languid pose, Perfuming with kisses the ihrice-happy 
•Adonis, And having for witnesse.s, on the bending branches, Only doves, alabaster- 
white, and fond ring-doves ! I 

And thou art not the Muse with eloquent lips, The bas*^ful Venus, nor the soft 
Astarte, Who, her brow crowned with roses and acanthus, On a be^ o£ lotos dies of 
delight. 

t Islands, abode of the gods ! Hellas, holy mether ! Oh, why was I not bom in 
the sacred Archipelago, In those glorious ages when the inspire . Earth Saw Heaven 
defend to her first entreaty ? 
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the Venns of ^ilo ; something in those legends which alone consoled 
him for the spectacle of contemporary ugliness and mediocrity ; and 
an idyll of Theocritus, or an ode of Anacreon, appeared to him as 
much superior througli the correctness of sentinlent, the perfection 
of execution, and th\3 depth of aesthetic emotion to Musset’s 
‘'NuitSj”, for instance, or Hugo’s “Oriental's,” as a statue of the 
already decadent school of Pergamus, the Farnosian Bull, the Laocoon, 
or a Praxitelean^ .Venus tq the declaiAatory style oS* sculpture of 
David of Angers. I*dof not say he was altog*ether in the right. 
Were I here to* discuss his opinions, I might reproach him with some 
little injustice towards the‘Bomantic School, some little weakness for 
the antique. Twenty centuries can scarcely have gone by without 
profit for Humanity, and therefore for Art. But what is ^)r the 
moment of more importance, is to follow out through the poet’s works 
his development of these premisses, and to observe, as wo proceed, 
how his teaching combats point by point that of the Horn anticists. 

What his example teaches first of all is the cult of Art, and rigid 
respect for Form. No lesson was at that time, about the year 1852, 
more necessary than this one, when in thfe silence maintained by Hugo 
for over a dozen years, Lamartine s easy grace and Musset’s literary 
dandyism had begun to found a school of their own ; unless indeed 
it were to re-learn how to write verse which was genuine verse. 
There is none more beautiful in the French language than Leconte de 
Lisle’s, and his “ Midi ” is invariably quoted in proof. 

“ Midi, roi des ^pandn snr la plainc, 

Tombe en nappes d’argent des hantcurs du ciol bleu.” * 

Now that the poet is dead, I venture to quote these lines in my turn, 
for I may remark, he did not much care to hear theiri quoted, and to 
find that his name invariably recalled them to mind ; it had on him 
the same sort of effect which Flaubert experienced, on always hearing 
himself spoken of as the author of “ Madame Bovary.” But one 
may quote at hazard from the “ Poemes Antiques ” : 

“ O jeune*Thyon(‘, vinrge au regard vainqueur, 

4^phrodite jamais n’a fait battre ton coiur ; 

Ab ! si les Dieux jaloux, vierge, n'ont pas forme 
La* nefge de ton corps d’un niarbre inanirne, 

Viens aii>fond des grands bois, sous les barges ramures, 

Pleines d^^ frais silence et d’amoureux murmurcs. 

L’oiseau rit dans les bois; au bord des nids mousseux. 

O belle ftljasseressc ! et le vent parcssoux 
fierce dii mol effort del^on aile cthcioe 
Les larmes de la nuit sur la feuillc don'-c." t 

* Noon, the king of summer seasons, showered upon the plain, Falls in sheets of 
silver from the heights of the blue heaven. f 

f O young Thyon^, virgin with the conquering glance, Never has Aphrodite made 
thy heart beat ; Alj, if the jcalous^ods, virgin, have not formed Thy snowy body from 
inanimate marble. Come to the depths of the vast woods, under the great branches. 
Full of cool silence and amorous munfiurs. The bird laughs in the woods, on the edge 
of his mossy nest, 0 beautiful huntress ! and the lazy wind Softly sways^' with its» 
ethereal wing The tears of the night on gilded leaves. H 
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And here are some lines in a less idyllically graceful style, which I 
take from “ Heraklos an Taureau : * 

“ Or, (lanlant ses ycux prompts sur la pcau Irpnine 
Donl Hcrakles couvrait son opaulc divine, * 

Irritable, il voulut heurter d’un brusque cjioc 
(Jontre cet otranger son front dur comme un roc. 

Mais, fermc sj^r sos pieda, tel qu’une antique borne, 

Lc lu'ros d’uiie main le saisit par la come. 

Kt, sans rompre d’un pas, il lui ploya jp'col, 

Mjfcurtrissant ses nasdaux furieux djyis le sol. 

Et lea bergers, en foulc, autour du liis d'Alknicne', ' 

Stiq3(‘faits, admiraient sa vigueur surliiirhaiife, 

Tandis que, blancs domptcurs dc cc soudain ])eril, * 
lie grands muscles roidis gonllaient soi^ bras viril.” * 


Ut '^nctuva pocsis. If ever one has painted, or, better, carved in 
verse, it is in such lines as these, which, naturally, I have selected 
with the intention of thereby showing how care for form is united to 
the study of the antique. Gautier, who was no great scholar, and 
assuredly no “ great Greek,” had also had a glimmeri|ig of the same 
idea. But ho was too devoted to Spain ; and besides, how could he 
possibly free himself from his early Romanticism ? The “ Po^mes 
Antiques ” did that which neither the Psyche of Victor do Laprade 
(for which the honour has sometimes been claimed, although this 
poem is but Jiamartine over again, and a more hazy and obscure 
Lamartine) nor even the too few poems in “ ftmaux et Camees ” could 
do. Leconte de Lisle won no fame thereby, above all, no popularity ; 
but the Antique was vindicated from the stupid contempt it had been 
the fashion to affect for it during the last quarter of a century, the 
classic tradition was again taken up where Romanticism had broken 
it, and Romanticism itself was stricken, in the breed of spurious 
Elegiacs who fancied they represented it. 


11 . 

And in fact, these did represent it ; for should one inquire what in 
France was the essential character of the Romantic movement, it 
would be found, as I have already suflBciently pointed out, to be 
neither broader nor deeper than the personal exaltation or hypertrophy 
of the poet himself. Under the specious name — fi'eedcai in art — the 
Romanticists in general sought merely to emancipate themselves from 
social usages, literary traditions, and tlfe conditioifs of Art herself. In 
consequence, they succeeded only in the Ode and in the Elegy, and 

* So, Hashing bis swift eyes np^ n the lion’s skin Wherewith Heracles draped his 
divine shoulder, Angered, he clashed, with sudden onset, ttis rocky front against the 
stranger. But, hrm of foot as an old-world laudnia^, The hero with one hand seized 
him by the horn, And without swaying even a step aside, foredd down his neck, 
Bruising his furious nostrils against the earth. ^And the shepherds, crowding round 
Alcmena's son, Bewildered, marvelled at his superhuman stre i^b, While, white 
vigors of this sudden peril, The huge rigid muscles bulged on his manly arm. 
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perhaps in lyrical satire. But even here, and in a style which may 
be properly termed personal, we know to what — with their talent for 
exaggeration, or rather licencfe in all things, which is not the least 
interesting or displeasing trait in their physiognoniy — they eventually 
fell ; to what depths of •imbecile self-analysis and self-exposure. Did 
a mistres^ deceive them ? Instantly they must inform the whole 
universe of the fact. Had^not Lamartine, Hugo, Musset, and Sainte- 
Beuve already set •them the< example ?— and even the further one of 
“ confessing ” in public f very little to the advantage of God and 
molrality^, still lees to that of poetry. 

Nothing could be more opposed to the genius of Leconte de Lisle, 
and here again one cannot imagine a greater contrast than that 
between the “ Poemes Antiques or the “ Feuilles d'Automne,^^ for 

instance, and Musset’s “ Nuits.’^ 

• 

“Tel qu‘un morne animal, mcurtri, plein de poussi^re, 

I.a*chainc an cou, hiirlant au chaud soleil d’et6, 

Promonc qiii voudra son coeiir ensanglante 
Sur ton pave cyniquc, 6 plobe carnassiere ! 

“ Pour mettre im feu sterile cn ton*(nil hr*bete, 

Pour TTicndier ton rire ou ta pitiw grossierc, 

I)<'*cjurc qui voudra la robe de lumit'TO 
De la pudcur divine et de la volupte. 

“ Dans irion orgucil muct, dans ma tombe sans gloire, 

Dusse-je m’cngloplir pour retcrnite noire, 

Je ne te vcndrai pas mon ivrcsse ou mon mal, 

“ Je ne livrerai pas ma vie a tcs huees, 

Je ne danserai pas sur ton tr^tcau banal, 

Avec tes liistrions et te> prostituees.** * 


'Those who knew the poet know how faithfully these well-known lines 
express the depths of his feelings. Unexpansive in character, infusing 
usually a shade of irony into manners of exquisite courtesy, he held 
himself always in perfect self-command ; but did you desire to draw 
\him out of his habitual reserve, you had but to get him on this sub- 
ject to see that he jvould never forgive the Romanticists their prosti- 
tution of Art to base uses. “ Les Montreurs ! ” is the title he 
himself gave ta that sonnet, the rough energy of which testifies to the 
strength of his indignation. After this I have no need to add that, 
faithful to the firslf article of his ^Esthetics, he but once or twice 
makes allusion in hig writings to the history of his personal feelings : 

* Like a poor beast, wounded, covered with dust, A chain round its neck, moaning 
to the hot summer’s sun, Let who will drag his bleeding heart Through thy cynical 
streets, 0 bloodthirsty rabble 1 I 

To bring a barren gleam#to thy dull eye, To beg thy laughter, or thy coarse pity, 
Let who will rend the luminous rot^ Of heavenly modesty and of passionate joy. 

In my dumb prfde, in my inglorious tomb, Even t^iough I must remain buried 
through black eternity, Yet will I not sell thee my ecstacy or my pain. 

I will not deliver up my life to thy shouts, I will not dance on thy vulgar stage, witli 
thy mummers and harlots. ^ 
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in the “ Manchy,” one of his best known poems, and in “ Illusion 
Supreme ” : * 

Celui qui va godter le sommeil sans aurore 
Dont yhomme ni le Dieu n’ont pu rorapr^le sccaii, 

Chair qui va disparaitre, ame qui s’evapore, 

S’emplit des visions qui iiantaicnt sou jjerceau., • 

“ Ricn da pi^se perdu qui soudain no renaisse : 

J^a montagne uatale ct Ics vieux tamarins, 

Les cliers morts qui raimaient au tetnps de sa jeunessc 
tEt qui dormcnt latbas dans les sables marins ” * 

And this is but a sigh, at once repressed, from Ihe port's overcharged 
heart ; and the involuntary confidence promptly fades away, into a 
description of the splendours of the scene : 

If 

“ Sous les lilas geants ou vibreni les abeilles, 

Voiei le vert coteau, la tranquille maison, 

Les grappes de Letchis et les mangues vermeilles 
Et Toiseau bleu dans le mais eu tioraison.” t 

• 

But Leconte dc Lisle disliked the Bomanticists no* less on account 
of their perpetual self- absorption than for what was the natural con- 
sequence of this, the enoripity of their ignorance. And although 
some few among them have figured in politics, it must be admitted 
that save there and in poetry, they were indeed ignorant. Put 
aside some two or three, with Sainte-Beuve at their head ; it would 
be impossible to imagine an indifference more complete than 
Musset’s, unless, indeed, it were Hugo’s, for the great historical, philo- 
sophical, and scientific movement with which they were contemporary. 
Such indifference exasperated Leconte de Lisle, who held that 
“ science and art, too long divided as the result of diverging efforts, 
should be linked by the intellect in intimate union, if not totally 
merged one in the other.” He wrote again : “ Art is the primitive 
revelation of the Ideal in Nature, Science its reasoned and enlight- 
ened exposition. But Art has lost its intuitive spontaneity, or rather 
has exhausted it. It is for Science to recall the meaning of its 
forgotten traditions, and infuse them with a new life under suitable 
characteristic forms.” And thus, having made "himself master of 
these “ forms ” before composing the " Po6mes Antiques,’^ he found 
himself led to the expression of nothing but what was objective ” 
or impersonal as the forms themselves ; while in the “ Podmes 
Barbares he was brought to realise in an unexpected manner, 
through the alliance of Science and Art, a more Contemporary ideal, if 

* Ho who is to taste the sleep that has no morrow, Whereof neither Man nor God 
has been able to break the seal, Vanishing iiesh, soul melting into air, He is filled 
with the visions that haunted his ^radle. 

Nought of the lost past but is suddenly bom anew : Eis native mountain, and the 
old tamarind-trees : The dear ones dead who lovef>him in the time of his youth, And 
who sleep, away yonder, in the sands of the shore. * 

t Under giant lilacs, where bees are humming, There is the green hillside, there the 
quiet house, There are the clusters of letchis, and the scarlet i angoes. And the blue 
l|ird in the flowering maize. 
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1 may bo describe it, than that of the most determined partisans of 
modernity. in !cVrt,” ‘Let me try to define this, and make clearer 
the difference between it and the ideal of the Romantic School. 

“ On the , monuments of Persepolis,” says Ernest Renan, you may see 
the various nations, tributary to the King of Pei’sia, represented by an 
individual clothed in the fashion of his own country, and bearing in his 
hands specibaens of its produce, to offer in homage i'o liis suzerain, fc^uch is 
Humanity ; every nation, every intellectual, religious, or moral movement 
leaves behind it a brv^f formula^ which is, as tho abridged typfe; surviving to 
I'epresent those forgotten ^millions who once lived and died grouped 
around it.” ' 

It is this representation of* the ‘‘ abridged type” of the race which 
Leconte de Lisle sought first of all to immortalise in his worjc ; in 
“ Qain,” in the Vigne de Naboth,” in N6f6rou-Ra,” the 
“ Verandah,” the “ Mort de Valmiki,” the “ Ep6e d’Angantyr,” and in 
other poemh which differ from the apparently analogous poems of 
the “ Legende dee Siocles,” exactly in so far as the erudition of truth 
differs from the caprices of the imagination. 

“ Ils s’en venaieut de la montagne q* do la jdaine, 
l)u fond dos sombres bois et du dosert sans fin, 

Idus massifs quo lo erdre et plus hauts quo Ic pin, 

Suaii4s, f'chevclos, soufllant leur rudo lialeine 
Avec lour bouche opaisse ot rouge, el pleins de faim. 


“ ( ’cst ainsi qu’ils ronlraient, Fours velu dos cavxTiios 
A I’opaulc, on Ic corf, ou lo lion sanglant 
Et los femmes marcliaieiit, goantes, d’un i)as lent 
fcSous les vjises d’airain qiFemplit Feau deis cil.erues. 
Graves, ct les bras nus, et les mains sur Ic llanc. 

“ Les dnos do Khamos, les vaches aux mamelles 
Fesantes, les boucs noirs, les taureaux vagabonds 
So bataient, sous Ixpieu, par files ct par bonds, 

Et de grands chiens mordaient lo jarret dos chiimellos ; 
Et les jjortes criaient en tournant sur leurs gonds.” * 


In these fine lines there is not a word, not a detail, which does 
not serve to paint some prehistoric trait ; not one which is the mere 
invention of the poet. The exact contrary may be asserted of Hugo’s 
sense of conscientiousness, and of his “ Qain.” The “ Pocimes 
Barbares” are to .the Lcgende des Siocles” what Flaubert’s 
^‘Madame Bovary” is to the “Indiana” or “Valentine” of George 

* They came from the uHountain andM’rom the plain, From the depth of dark woods, 
and from the limitless desert, More massive than the cedar, and taller than the pine, 
Sweating, dishevelled, breathing in harsh gasps, With their thick red mouths, and full 
of hunger. 

It was thus that they came home ; the shaggy cave-bear Slung from their shoulders, 
or the deer, or the bleediqg lion. And the womeii, giantesses, marched with slow 
steps. Bearing brazen urns filled ^ith the water of the cisterns, Grave, their arms 
bare, their hands on 'their hips. 

Asses of Khamos, cows with heavy udders, Black rams, wild bulls, Hastened under 
the goad, in leaping ranks, And great dogs worried the heels of the she-camels ; And 
the gates screamed as they turned on their hinges. ^ 
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Sand ; or in another line, what Taine's “ Origines de la France Con-’ 
temporaine ” is to Lamartine’s “ Girondins,” or Michelet’s “116 volu- 
tion.” As with the historian and the novelist, the poet,* abdicating 
his own personality^ has set himself to get at tlje truth of things, and 
taking advantage of all the information afforded him by th^ erudition 
of the age, was the first to turn out really critical and naturalistic 
work. His conception ’of Egypt was obtained through th<^ younger 
Champollion ;^and though ignorance of the* language prevented him 
from reading the “^Baghavata-Purana,” br the “ ]^lita-Vistara,” in 
the vernacular, he has nevertheless written of India an4 of Buddhism, 
on the authority of Lassen and Burnouf. ^To put it again in ^.nother 
way, Leconte de Lisle did not see in history or tradition a personal 
pretexts for the composition of sonorous verse, but he consecrated his 
Muse to the utterance of truths acquired by means of tradition and 
history. His attitude was not that of the mere scholar, but actually 
that of the zoologist or botanist, towards his own spt'cial subject; 
and it was thus that he first realised in a truly novel ’manner, and in 
one that completely satisfied his ambition, the alliance or union of 
Science and Poetry. 

For this reason, too, wliile his conception of history diflers funda- 
mentally from that of the Romanticists, his conception of nature is 
no less divergent from theirs. Theirs, in the main, is Bernardin 
de Saint-J^ierre’s and Chateaubriand’s ; his, Humboldt's, and even 
Darwin’s. Impregnated with humanism and anthropomorphism, the 
disciples of Hugo and Lamartine continued to make this world the 
centre of all things, and man himself the masterpiece, above all the 
spoiled child of creation : 

“Mais la nature est la qui t’invite et qui t'aimc, 

PloDgc-toi dans son sein qu'elle t’ouvre toujours.’’* 

Lamartine, like Hugo, understanding by this that some benevolent 
Deity had scattered stars over, the heavens, flowers over the earth, for 
the delight of our eyes ; and Ruth asks herself : 

Quel Dieu, quel moissonneiir de l eterncl ete ! 

Avaifc en s’en allant negligernment jete 

Cette faucille d’or dans le des etoiles ? .”t/ 

Such was their method of looking at nature. They belittled it to 
man’s measure, and, while never tired of chanting its praises, cut 
down the whole universe to their own '•field of vhiion. Going further 
still, they held that man had been given the world in fief, and that 
the birds of the air, no less than the fishes of the sea. had been in a 
manner created for his benefit. But it is precisely now, when we 

^ But nature is there, calling thee and loving t^icc. Throw thyself on her bosom, 
which she holds ever open to thee. 

t What God, what harvester of the eternal summer, Had, in passing, carelessly 
tossed This golden sickle in the field of stars ? 
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most wish for such a belief, that we can no longer hold it ; and the 
author of ‘\Po{!mes Antiques" and “Po6mes Barbares ” never held 
it. He knew that we, like the beasts of the field, are but tenants of 
a day on the earth's suiface, and if, on the infinite ladder of life, we 
stand perchance on the topmost rung, nevertheless we are yet a part 
of the whole ; hence, in Ifis works, the characteristics of so many of 
his descriptions, which are po less antithetical to those of Lamartine 
and Hugo than to those evefi of Lemercier and the Abbe cOelille — see, 
for instance, the Kl^phl^nts," the llurleurs,” ‘the Sommeil du 
Condor,” the “Seve du Jaguar,” the “Panth^re noire,” or the 
“ Chasse de TAigle ” : . ^ 

* Sons les noirs acajous, les lianes cn lleur, 

Dans Tair lourd, immobile et saturd de niouches, 

Pendent, et, s’enroulant en bas parmi les souches, 

Percent le perroquet splendide et qucrelleur, 

Jj'araignde au dos jaune ct les singes farouches, 

O’est la que le tueur de bccufs et de chevaux, 

Le long dos vieux troncs morts a recorce moussue, 

Sinistre et fatigue, revient A. pas dgaux. 

II va, frotlant ses reins musculcnx qn’il bossue ; 

Et, du midlle beant par la soif alourdi, 

Un soufUe rauqne et bref, <rnne brj^sqiie secousse 
Trouble les grands lezards, chauds des feux de midi, 

Dbnt la fuitc etincellc a travers Thcrbe rousse. 

En un creux du bois sombre interdit au soleil 
11 s'alTaisse, allonge sur quebiue roebe plate ; 

D’un large coup de langiie il se lustre la patte ; 

II cligne ses yeux d’or hebdtds de sommeil ; 

Et, dans Tillusion de ses forces inertes, 

Faisant mouvoir sa queue et frissonner ses tlancs, 

II rove qu’au milieu des plantations vertes, 

11 enfonce d’un bond ses ongles ruisselants, 

Dans la chair des taurcaux eUari's ot beuglants.” * 

Then read ‘‘ Le Bernica,” the Kavine Saint-Gilles,” the “ Porot 
vierge,” a “ Coucher de Soleil,” each matchless for truth, without 
analogy in the history of French poetry — like Barye's animals in the 
history of sculpture — and notice the philosophic sense and tendency 
of all these descriptions. In the instincts and desires of the brute 
world, the. poet unveils for us the far-ofi* origins, the obscure genesis 
of our own, and, indeed, we recognise ourselves therein. In the 
bosom of nature we constitute no empire in an empire, and there is 
no such thing a*8 a* reign of humanity. Here lies the novelty, here, 

* Under the dark mabogany-trces, In the heavy air, motionless and swarming 
with winged insects, Hang the dowering lianas, and twining lliemselves amongst the 
stems benesfith, Cradle th5 splendid andiquarrclsome parrot. The yellow-backed spider, 
and the wild monkeys. Thither the killer of beeves and horses, Amid dead tree-trunks, 
with moss-grown bark, Returns, weary and sinister, with regular steps, He 'goes, 
rubbing and lashing his muscular loins. And from his gaping muzzle, heavy with thirst, 
A gasp, hoarse and short, with a sudden shock, Startles the great lizards, hot wlth^ie 
glare of* noon, Whose flight^glitters through the jfasset grass. In a hollow of the 
sombre wood forbidden to *he sun. He sinks down, at full length, on a flat rock ; 
With a long sweep of his tongue, he licks his paw ; He blinks his golden eyes, stupid 
with sleep ; And in the iUusion of his inert strength, With swaying tail and quivering 
flanks. He dreams that in the midst of green plantations, He plunges in a bound his 
streaming claws Into the flesh of maddened and .bellowing bulls. 
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the originality of these “ pictures,” which might each be taken 
straight out from Humboldt’s “ Cosmos.” The elephanls that roam 
over the desert, the dogs that howl upon the water’s edge — these, too, 
have souls, though it may be but rudimentary* ones : 

“Dcvant lii lnno orrante anx li\idos cJartcs, 

Qucllo arifrdjssc incomnie, au bord des tioires ondos, 

FaisaiL plouror nnc*. aine cii vos formes iriinioiidns ? ^ 

Poiirquoi gemissiez-vous, spectres ci)?>uvantcs ? ” * 

The answer is simple : something is taking plaqp in them, analogous to 
that which takes place in us ; for they, like us, are? but the mebile 
and ever-changing expression of nature’s fnanifestations withili them. 
The whole of nature is One, always the same groundwork beneath a 
multiplicity of forms ; a truth which the ancient wisdom of India and 
mythology in general understood well. When the albatross, king of 
space and of the shoreless seas ” , 

“ Vole contre I’assaul. dcs rafales sauvjigcs,”,t 

though he cannot speak of it, the pride of combat, and the joy of 
victory display themselves in every beat of his wings. And when 
the eagle carries off from the valley prey for his yoir^g ho is neither 
cruel, rapacious, nor sanguinary, as we in our nafrowness arc wont 
to describe him, but is simply acting according to his nature, just as 
we act according to ours ; and his so-called ferocity is but the 
manifestation of his paternal love. He works for his own preserva- 
tion, and for that of his species. Here are sentiments which are not, 
I think, common ; and if these are the soul of' Ijeconte de Lisle’s 
descriptions, it is that, as I said just now, which makes them above 
all things scientific and philosophic. 

By a natural consequence — a necessary one even, as could be 
proved — his well-defined preoccupation with nature led him to 
study in a special manner the various religious systems, religion 
being in reality nothing but tho expression of man’s relations 
with the world around him. Ernest Renan, about the same time, 
was saying, in his own fashion, the same thing When he announced 
his celebrated paradox, “ the desert is monotheistic.” With 
Renan, therefore, and I am not the first to re’Vnrfrk upon it, the 
author of “ Pocmes Antiques” and “ Pocmes T?arbo res ” sought the 
abridged type, the ethnical formula which the vanished races bequeath 
as memorials to those which come after them in religious symbols. 
Such is the meaning of “ SCivy-d,” “ Bhagavat,” the Vision de 
Brahma,” of ‘‘Kybole,^^ and of “Khiron ” — which two last, by-the-bye, 
OM could wish he had calied Chiron” and. “ Cyb^le ” like all the 

* Beneath the wandering moon, with its Uvi(f light, Beside tfie dark ^^aters, what 
unknown anguish Made a soul weep in your, unclean forms ? Why did you moan, 
terrified spectres ? 

t Flics against the assault of savage blasts. 
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world — and, again, of “ Qai'n,” of the “ LSgende des Nornes,” and of 
the “ Massacre de Mona.” 

Salut, Vierge aux beaux jrciix, rayonnante de gloirc, 

Plus blanche qiic le cygnc et que le pur ivoire, 
j Qui sur ton coii d’albsitrc cnroiile tes chcvcux ; 

Ket/ois, belle Oanga, roffrande de mes vccux. 

Mon malheur ef>t plus fort que la pitiiS charmante, 

'*1 O D(?esse ! Le doul e infiiii me iourmente, 

Pareil au voyagcfar dans les bois egan^, 
jVlon ca'ur dans la*‘nuit sombre erra dese.spiTL^. 

O Viel'ge, qui dira cfc que je vcux connattre : 

L’origine elf la fin et les formes do Tfttre ? ” * ' 

Such Unes as these coul4 not fail to earn him accusations of pro- 
fanity, which in fact were nob wanting. And if for the believers oi’ 
a given religion, profanity consists in not choosing to. except their 
particular form of belief from all other religious forms, but while 
treating it with duo respect, nevertheless to criticise it, accord- 
ing tL it»s historical role, then certainly no one was more pnv 
fane than the Author of ‘‘ Dies Irse,” which concludes the “ Poe rues 
Antiques : 

“ Soupirs majest ueux dcs ondes apais('cs, 

]\rurmurcs plus profoiids en nos ca*-*irs soucieux ! 

Ktepandez, o foirts, vos urncs do ros<*es ! 

Iluissollc on nous, silonco olincolanl- dcs cieux ! 

** Consoloz-nous on fin dcs csprrances vaines ; 

Tia mule infructuousc a blessc nos picdr> nus. 

Dll sommet des grands caps, loin des runienrs Inimainos, 

O vents ! eiui)ortcz-nous vers les Dieux inconnus ! 

“ Mais si ricn ne repoiid dans I’inimensc etenduc, 

Quo Ic st<'rilo echo de I’eterncl de.sir, 

Adieu, deserls on I'llrne ouvre line ailc eperduo, 

Adieu, soiige sublime, impossible a saisir ! 

“ Et toi, divine Mort, ou lout rentre cl. s’elTaer, 

Aceueillo les enfant s dans ton sein c'toili'*, 

AlTranchis-nous du temps du norabre et de IV-space, 

Et rends-nons le repos que la vie a trouble ! ” f 

Alfred do Vigny has uttered the same cry in the “ Destinccs : 

“ Le juste opposcra le dedain I'abscnce, 

'Et nc‘ r<*pondra plus quo par un froid silence 
Au silence iHcrncl de la JL)ivinite.”J 

4 

* Hail, Virgin, of the lovely eyes, radiant with glory, Whiter than the swan, and 
llic pure ivorj’^ Who round thy alabaster throat windest thy trcsse.s I Jleeeivo. 
O Ganga, the oifer^ingaof my vows. My sorrow is stronger than thy enchanting pit,\, 

O goddess 1 Infinite doubt torments rao ; Even as a traveller astr.iy in the forest, 
fcJo through the dark riignt my heart wanders, hopelessly. O Virgin, who will tell me 
that which I long to know: — The source, the purpose, and the forms of being .' 

t Majestic sighing of the lulled billoWs, Deeper murmurs of our anxious hearts ! 
Pour out, 0 forests, yorir iirns filled wi^h dew I Stream into us, shining silence of the 
skies ! 

Console us, at last, for our vain hojws. The barren path has w'ounded our bare feet. 
From the summits of great headlands, far from human noises, 0 wind.«, bear us to the 
unknown gods. * > ^ 

But if nothing answers .in the immense s])acq,Save the sterile echo of eternal 
longing, Farewell deserts, where the soul stretches its aimless wings, Farew'ell, .sub- 
lime dream, impo.‘<stble to grasp. 

And thou, divine death, wherein all things enter and are lost. Take thy children lo 
thy starry bosom, Free us from time*, from number, and from space, And give us 
back the rest which life has broken. 

X The just man will answer absence with disdain, And will no more reply save with 
a cold silence To the eternal silence of the Divinity. 
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Bat the vibration of the note has gained, so to speak, in length/ 
bj all that the contemplation of universal suffering«ha^ added in 
intensity to the knowledge of our own .woes, and henceforward the 
poet thunders his anathema against the six days of the Creation, and 
all therein. , # 

If this is the real metaphysical direction of his writings, I have 
no need to point out tliat nothing differenjiates it more completely 
from those qj the Roraantio school. I know no more determined 
optimists than Lamartine and Alfred de iiluijsetj a?d though Victor 
Hugo, and George Sand have sometimes appeared to ’believe in the 
• xistence of evil, on the other hand, they hav^‘ always believed — the 
Miserables and the “ Compagnon du Tour de France” had no 
other tftid but to prove it — and they have died believing that just a 
little good-will was all that was necessary to drive poverty, suffering, 
injustice, crime and vice from off the surface of the globe.^ Leconte 
de Lisle held, on the contrary, that a man^s greatest happineSff was 
never to have been born ; the next best was his deafli ; which is the 
very formula of both Schopenhauer’s and Sakya-AFouni’s pessimism. 
Having discovered in nature, and in history, and above all in the 
religions of the world, nothing but reasons for despairing ot‘ God, the 
author of the ‘‘ Podmes Antiques ” and ‘‘ Podmes Barbares ” went to 
the root of the doctrine. Nothing is leas Romantic, we must confess. 
For Romanticism means hope, is the chimera or hippogriff that 
one spurs across the impossible; it is faith also, and the heart’s 
reasoning, which one sets up triumphantly against the “ reasoning of 
the intellect.” And doubtless, here is one form of poetry, but the 
“ Dies Irio,^^ quoted above, shows that another kind also exists ; nor 
is it the less elevated, or the less noble for having preserved, even in 
negation, that sereneness which perhaps belongs to the delinition of 
Art. I would here remind my readers that want of “ sentimentality ” 
in nowise implies “ impassibility.” 

In truth, we must not confound two very different things ; the 
natural facility we all possess for eloquent complaints respecting our 
own sufferings ; and the diflSculty we experience even in under- 
standing those of our neighbour. I will not again ’quote from 
“ FjTllusion Supreme, or “ Le Manchy,” but assuredly the poet who 
wrote “La Fontaine aux Lianes,” was neither, “impassive” nor 

“ insensitive ” : * . 

“ Jcunc horamc, (jui choisis pour ta couclie azuive 
La font^aine des bois aux dots silencieux, 

De quelles passions la jeuqpsse assaillie, 

Vint-elle ici cherchej le repos dans la mort ? 

“ Pourquoi jusqii’au tombeau cette tristesse amOre ? 

Ce coeur s’est-il brise pour avoir lrop*aime 1 
La blanche illusion, respt'^rance ephunu^re, 

En s envolant au ciel I’ont-elles vu forme ? * 

^ Young man, who choosest for thine azure bed The wooilaul pool, with i s silent 
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I have already quoted a few lines from Qain/' but who among 
his emulator! has written anything more broadly human than this 
single strophe from “ La Fin de THomme ? 

Saint, ^ noirs rocliers, cavernes ofi somme^lle 
D.ana rin^mobile miit tout ce qui me fut cher, 

Hebron ! muet temoin de mon exil amcr, 

Lieu sinistre, oil, veillant I’incxprimablc vcille, 

La femme a^plcure mort le mcillcur de sa chair !” * 

One is not “ im^passive ” — as I have already said, and' as I repeat — 
because one has not*caHed the universe to witness one’s love-betrayals, 
w'hich is in itself an indiscretion, nay, an infamy, since our love 
affairs necessarily concern another as well as ourselves. One m 
not devoid of sensibility ” for having chosen to lend one’s voice 
to human agony and suffering in general, rather than dedicate one\s 
genius to the elegy of one’s own grief. But the real truth is that 
the ^RoiAanticists had prostituted the very meaning of the word 
sensibility ” ;• they had exaggerated it, caricatured it even. So 
let ours bo the task to re-establish it in the simplicity of its original 
meaning, and to extend it far beyond the egotistical circumference 
within which the most renowned of th^ Romanticists had sought to 
enclose it ; and should the superficial fear that in thus extending it 
we force its meaning, we can assure them that the very contrary is 
the effect. For we are human first, our individual selves second, and 
the poet can only express in his writings that which for him is personal 
and unique. 


HI. 

But of what worth are these examples and these lessons ? Anyhow 
one cannot deny they have worked great results. Although during 
many years Leconte de Lisle was known only to a few dwellei*s on 
Mount Parnassus ; to a few enthusiasts for Criticism and Art, such as 
Flaubert and Sainte-Beuve, his influence was not the less felt, since 
it was exercised over just those few, those chosen disciples, who serve 
best to uphold and to win favour for the master’s teachings. What 
does it signify that the vulgar herd, and even some few poets such as 
Hugo and Lamartine, only learned much later the poet’s name ? He 
had already passed his sixtieth year before he was elected to Hugo s 
seat in the Frendh Academy,. But all the same, for a score of 
years, *he had befcn leader «f a school of young writers, proof of 

waters, By what passions assailed does thy youth Come hither, to seek repose in 
death ? 

Whence this melfincholy bitter even ante the grave ? Is thy heart broken, 4ip.ving 
loved too much 2 Thy bn^ht illusion, thy hopes ?of a day Have they, Hying heaven- 
ward, found heaven closed ? ^ 

* Hail, O blackirocks, O caverns wherein slumbers, In the immobile night all that 
was dear to me ; Hebron ! mute vfitness of my bitter exile, Sinister spot, where, 
watching through the unutterable vigil, The woman wept the death of her own 
dearest Hesh. 


0 



LECONTE DE LISLE. 


905- 

which conid be found, were it needed, in the way in which Gautier, in 
hii»‘‘ Rapport sur Tfitat de la Po&ie,” spoke of the ‘‘Podmesilntiques/’ 
Much more recently, in a letter with which M. Jose de Heredia pre- 
faced his ‘‘ Trophies,*’ he took pleasure in recalling the days when 
Leconte de Lisle, teaching young poets “ the rftles and subtle secrets 
of his art, taught them, too, the love of pure poetry and of pure Jg'rench/’ 

, And down to about 1880 it would have been •difficult to name a poet 
who did not shtfw some deferencfe for the author of P%^mes Barbares ” 
and “ Podmes Antiques.” The dignity of his*lif6, the correctness of 
his conversation, the very severity of his rule, retained near him those 
who were first attracted by the brilliancy of his powers. M. Stepliane 
Mallarm6 himself and M. Paul Verlaine in the beginning docilely 
followed his guidance. Baudelaire’s influence came later. 

The character of his genius and the most frequent sources of his 
inspiration were in perfect harmony with the tendenciej? of^his 
age. I have compared his purposes with some at Jeast of tliosc 
of Renan, and I mentioned that this similarity of ideas had not 
escaped the notice of some of his contemporaries. On the other 
hand, were but the Preface to* the “ Po^mes Antiques ” the work of 
one more accustomed to the prose handling of abstract ideas, the 
close likeness of design between it and Taine's “*Philosophie de 
TArt ” would be very striking. Man has two methods through 
which to attain to a knowledge of the stable and creative causes on 
which his own being and that of his fellow-man depend : the first is 
Science, which seeking first-causes and fundamental laws, expresses 
them in exact formulas and abstract terms ; the second is Art, which 
exhibits these laws and causes for us in a striking manner appealing 
not only to the intellect, but also to the heart and feelings of the 
most mediocre man. Do but delete the phrase “ most mediocre 
man” — over which opinions might differ — and have we not here pre- 
cisely the same idea as that expressed by Leconte de Lisle a little way 
back ? And if one desired a running commentary on the innermost 
Ibeaning of his chief works, none more ample, instructive, or more 
naturally improvised one could be met with than the “ Correspohdance 
de Gustave Flaubert ” ; which commentary would be mote eulogistic 
still, had not Flaubert in his secret heart reserved for his friend 
Louis Bouilhet, author of “Fossiles”* and of “M*ela?nis,” the r61e 
which Leconte de Lisle was about to enact. But^these hasty *notesT 
are no doubt sUfiicient. 

Between the years 1850 and 1860 — for one must not here be too 
preoi^ as to dates — weariness ^f the exaggerations of the Romantic 
school now nearing its end, led to a general expectation in all branches 
of art, even in that of the theatre, of what Pascar denominates 
“ un renversement pour un contre ” — an upsetting of the existing 
ordy of things for their exact contrary. The school of reason had 
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already come to grief, as had also a certain utilitarian or industrial 
school ^hich took upon itself to introduce into poetry, steifcfln, 
ballooning, and telegraphy.* Maxime du Camp, if I am not mistaken, 
was one^of the “ masters,” or •“ strong men” of*'this school. But it 
happened on the coiftrary, that Leconte de Lisle’s first poems suited 
the nee^s of the time. “ Thyone,” “ Kyb^le^” Khiron,” as a reaction 
against Romanticism, w^^e precisely that return to the antique, which . 
Ronsard^s " Ln^ir^ce ” amt Laprade’s Psycho ” had ^do cruelly com- 
promised, anji he \^o Veads the following lines : 

“ Le bambou ^n'lc soimc au vent. ; Ics riousscs hautes 
Enlnnd^nt iiuirmurcr lours invisibles lidtes ; 

L\abeille en hourdonnanl. s’envole ; f‘t les i^rands bois, 

Epais, niystiMeux, jdciins de confuses voix, i 

On les saj;es, plonjres dans lour rove ascotique, 

No comptent idus les jours tombes du ciel antique, 

. Senlani coiirir la. sevo el circuler le feu, 

Sc dressent rajeiinis d.ans Tair subtil ct bleu,” * 

though unable to deny the superiority of workmanship to the 
‘‘Chute d’un Ange,” the superiority of touch to the Orientales,” or 
the superiority of composure to the lurid poems of Musset’s “ Nuits,” 
will find nevertheless all the warm colouring, the sonority, and even 
tKat touch of, grotesqueness to which the Romantic school had so 
acclimatised our eyes and ears-, that it had become a second nature. 
It was at once the same thing, and its antithesis ; and this stamp of 
originality on the familiar is the sign by which a legitimate evolution 
may be recognised. 

If our present-day poets should now in their turn have passed the 
goal attained by the “ l^oemes Antiques” and tho “ Pocmes Barbares,” 
that is another consideration which would carry me too far if I were 
to attempt, to enter into it in this article. Let me confine myself, 
therefore, to reminding my readers that perhaps, in his reaction 
against the excessive liberty of the Romanticists, and in his insistence 
on respect foiv form as the justification for the poet’s very existence, 
Lecotlte de Lisle holds the Muse sometimes too rigidly bound dow^j. 
“All hpnour and reverence to beauty of form ! ” and certainly, and above 
all things, 'poetry must first be poetry, though the thought it expresses 
be never so deep. It is equally certain that verse which is neither 
rhythmical nor ypt rhymed, is not verse, but prose — in France, at 
least# Besides^ no matter how severe the rule for poetry, it has never 
been denied thal; it mus!^ sometimes give way ; Boileau himself 
was not afraid to admit it. f^ut we are confronted with another 
problem^ to-day, and, to lose no time over useless details, we ajj asked 

whether a certain fJigueness and wan/' of precision do not belong to 
• * 

* The alendcf ban' • • sings in the wind ; tho t.-iU mosses Hear the murmur ot their 
invisible guests ; The bee hums as it Hies, and tlie great woods, Dense, mysterious, 
full of confused voices, (Where the sages, xUunged in ascetic dreams, Count no 
longer the days that fall from the ancient heavens), Feeling the sap run and the fire 
course, Rise with new youth in the delicate blue air. ^ 
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the very definition of poetry. Should poetry fetter the^ f^edom of 
tlfb imagination, clip the wings of dreams? Is not her power as 
much that of music of the plastic arts ? and shall we not destroy 
her most subtle charm by imprisoning her behind the armour of 
t^ learned a technique? I attempt no solution. But 'qpe sees 
clearly that, if the question ever comes to be decided against all 
restraint, then Leconte de Lisle’s influence will be ^one with ; it will 
have ceased to®work^ and we shall retaid no more^f the general 
intention of his writings, but that which the# spirit of the age has 
incorporated, as it werc^n itself. For insliance, no Cassagaac will 
henceforth treat the admirable author of ‘^ Andromaque” *and 
“ Phtidre ” as rogue ; no Goncourt will suspe^jt the ancients of hfllfing 
evolved themselves, for the pleasure of providing at the end of two 
thousand years “bread for tha^piofe8Sors ; ” and none finally will 
be found to deny that a “ naturalistic and atheistical poetry can^be’ 
the equal in sublimity of any other kind. It is true •we shbufd all 
be aw^ of this ever since a certain Lucretius wrote “ De Natura 
Eerum.^’ 

I might still say a few words on the theory of art for art^s sake, 
which was that of Leconte de Lisle, and in which he believed no less 
firmly and passionately than did Flaubert himself. . . ^ 

^ “ Du bonheur impassible 6 symbols adorable/' * 

he exclaimed, addressing himself to the Venus de Milo : 

** Calme comme la mer en sa scr<Snit('‘, 

Nul sanglot n'a brist'j ton sein inalterable, 

Jamais les pleurs humains n'ont terni ta beauts." f 


To which, perhaps, one might reply a little brutally that humanity 
would perish were it to fix its ideal so high ; and, .^after all, brutal 
though it be, the reply is a sensible one, too. Life and art ^jannot 
be completely divided. But I will not insist, since the doctrin4 of art 
ibr art’s sake, so fatal in most things, is nowhere 15ss so than in 
|etry and in painting. And at any rate, as I ha\i shown, though 
^liieconte de Lisle made a religion to himself of art for art’s sake, he 
nevertheless forgot occasionally its rigorous and nar 50 \ 8 ' application, 
and his writings, as I have endeavoured to sKow^ are more inter- 
penetrated with humanity that he himself perhaps knew. 

• • 

“ 0 nuit ! D<5chircments enilammcs^e la ^ • 

Di'jdres deraciiu^s, torrents, souffles hurieurs, 

O lamentations de mon ptre, 6 doulcurs, 

O remolds, vous avez accucilli ma venue, 

Et ma men*, a brfUe ma levrcs de ses pleurs. 

i % 

“ Buvant avec son laitla terreur qui I’enivre, • 

A son edt^ gisant livide et sans abri, * 


b.>dorable symbol of impassible happiness. * 

+ OAlui as the sea in its serenity, No sob has ever shake: 
Nejjer have human tears dimmed^^ beauty. 




tUy unchangeable bo) 
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La foudre a r^pondu jseule h, mon premier cri ; 

Celul qui m*engendra m*a rcprochc* de vivro, 

Celle qui m*a coxk^u ne m’a jamaib souri I * 

( 1 
TLa cry ot Gain wiK doubtless last as long as the French language ; 

and may we not ask of what eloquence consists, if not in the memory 
of Adahi’s sin, which still, after so many centuries, lies heavy upon As 
sons ? or what is therq more human ? 

It is time td conilude. Tendencies pass, hue- grealj works endure ; 
ahd in the history of literature and of art, those are the real masters 
who^e productions oiU;ji^*the tendency. Leconte de Lisle is such a 
one Marked out for |immortality from the instant of their first 
appearance, the Po^m<^s Antiques ” and “ Pocmes 1 larbares ” remain 
untnarred by time. 

^ “ Lgs an? n’ont jias pes<\ sni Iciir i^r.loo llo ” ; Y 

or, not to sacrifice the exactness of the phrase to the pleasure of quoting 
a last line from the poet, it were better said that time has iioither ar- 
nished their lustre nor diminished their solid worth. No doubt all are 
not of equal value, and the future will make its choice. Ilut what 
> may be assdtted to-day is, that no one has given us in French, neither 
m: .sard in L Odes,’’ nor, above all, in his ‘‘ Hymnes,’^ nor Chenier 
in his IdylU^; ’ a more vivid and accurate picture of Grecian beauty 
than has the author of the ‘‘ Plainto du Cy Ciope ” or “ Il6rakles au 
Taureau.” Should, however, the hypercritical, deeming this merit as 
one belonging rather to the archmologist than to the poet, acknow- 
ledge it but from the lips only, I will not insist upon it, nor 
point out to them that ’tis precisely this they praise mo'st in 
Theocritus and Virp’l. But I will remiiid them that no one has 
draT^p with gr&tei^ truthfulness and grandeur than Leconte de fjisle 
those V^ature-picturos of which the “ Panthcre noire ” and the 

Som^eil du^ Condor, ’Hhe “ Fl6phants ” and the “ llurleurs,” th| 

** Jungles'^ ana* the ‘‘Foret vierge,” are perhaps the masterpiec,*^! 
And since one ‘ must seek to be armed at all points, should it 
deniedMhat.in giving it an enumerative picturesqueness and a truly 
lyrical didactiveness, he has added to the art of poetical description a 
value hitherto unknown in our tongue, we may at any rate } onour in 
the jiuthor of ‘‘^am” and of the “Fin de THomme” one of the 
poets who has suiig the mo&t eloquently all that is most painful, most 
tlragic, and most universal in pessimism. F. BrunettJuie. ^ 

* O'" night I Fiery renditigs of the doiid, Uprooted codar«, torrents, howling 
blasts, 0 lamentations^tf my fafhci ! 0>vo3iowbl 0 remorse! You wclctemcd my 
coming ; And my ruother scaltlea m\ lip« witlr her toais. 

Drinking in with her m’lk tho loju’-tliat Idled lici, Lying nt her «^i(lr, li/i and 
iQisholter^, Th'',, thunder SiOne answered my liist cry. lie who begot me repioot-licd 
me for living She who conceived pe never smiled upon me. 

Tho years havg not weighed on their immortal giace. 








